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Medieval women were a vital part of thirteenth-century society, and women in Canterbury 
were no exception. Canterbury was important regionally as a seat of royal government and an 
ecclesiastical province; it was a cosmopolitan centre, with close proximity to trade routes and 
a pilgrimage location. It is therefore surprising that a study of Canterbury women in this period 
has not previously been conducted; indeed there has been no study of a town in the South 
East fƌoŵ this aŶgle. This thesis ǁill look at the ƋuestioŶs ƌelatiŶg to ǁoŵeŶ͛s pƌopeƌtǇ holdiŶg 
and the role they played in the local economy before the Black Death. Furthermore, marriage 
on a local level will be examined to discover the issues which faced couples intent on 
contracting a marriage, as well as the problems which they could face during their marital life. 
There are a wealth of records which survive for Christ Church Cathedral Priory, including a 
series of rentals and charters, allowing us to trace women as landholders and the presence of 
both maritagium and dower in the city. The occupations which Canterbury women were 
involved in will be explored, as will their position within society and the impact which their 
marital status had on their lives. The chapters of this thesis are designed to explore and 
highlight the position and role of women in thirteenth-century Canterbury, with regard to 
marriage, property and work, comparing their life experience with those of women in other 
areas, such as Lincoln and York. The analysis and experiences of Canterbury women will add to 
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It was a line from 'How the Good Wife Taught her Daughter', a poem written in the early to 
mid-fourteenth century, which inspired this research, as it positioned women within the 
structure of society - 'Daughter, if you want to be a wife, look wisely that you work; look 
willingly, and in good life you love God and Holy Church'.1 This text indicates that women were 
expected to work, participating in society and contributing to the lives of their families and 
households in a wide range of capacities, while insinuating that marriage was a socially 
accepted institution in which both sexes were encouraged to participate.2 Medieval women 
still seldom figure prominently in modern scholarship, and instead analysis of political and 
economic events have overtaken recent historiography of this period. The status and position 
of women in medieval Canterbury have barely been discussed, which is interesting considering 
Canterbury's importance in England during the thirteenth century, and its place as a popular 
destination for pilgrims provided opportunities for employment for its residents, but were 
these open to women? Through this research I shall attempt to determine the role of women 
within Canterbury in terms of marriage, access to property and work, while taking into 
consideration the influence of Christian teaching and the institutional apparatus of the Church 
over their lives. 
  Historiography concerning women during the medieval period has grown in recent 
years, although women in thirteenth-century England have received relatively little attention 
by comparison with their fourteenth- and fifteenth-century counterparts. Women are often 
considered in a general context in studies that cover a broad chronological framework, and 
that ofteŶ deal ǁith ǁoŵeŶ͛s liǀes afteƌ the BlaĐk Death of ϭϯϰϴ-9.3 In 1992 Jeremy Goldberg 
undertook a study on Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy which looked at 
similar material for women in Yorkshire, albeit later to the material examined in this thesis.4 
His work was important because it illuminated for the first time the roles women played within 
the medieval urban economy of the north of England, and how they were often marginalised 
from economic life in the period between 1300 and 1520.5 “oŵe of Goldďeƌg͛s aƌguŵeŶts 
concerning York can, however, be called into question. Goldberg proposes a link between 
                                                          
1 P. J. P. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle in a Medieval Economy: Women in York and Yorkshire 
c.1300-1520 (Oxford; Clarendon Press, 1992), p.ϵϭ. F. ‘iddǇ, ͚Motheƌ KŶoǁs Best: ‘eadiŶg “oĐial ChaŶge 
iŶ a CouƌtesǇ Teǆt͛, Speculum, Vol.71, No.1 (January, 1996), pp.66-86. 
2 This text will be discussed in Chapter Three: Women and Work. 
3 S. Bardsley, WoŵeŶ͛s ‘oles iŶ the Middle Ages (Westport; Greenwood Press, 2007). 
4 Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle. 
5 Ibid., p.337. 
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economic prosperity and a low birth rate with regard to marriage, however, as Christopher 
Dyer argues, this link is not wholly convincing.6 It is uŶlikelǇ that ǁoŵeŶ iŶ ͚tedious, ƌepetitiǀe, 
and ill-paid joďs͛ fouŶd theŵ satisfǇiŶg aŶd ƌeǁaƌdiŶg eŶough to delaǇ ŵaƌƌiage.7 Yet, Judith 
Bennett has Ŷoted Goldďeƌg͛s ǁoƌk is uŶdeƌpiŶŶed ďǇ assuŵptioŶs ǁhiĐh aƌe ofteŶ ďased oŶ 
little evidence, with some of his conclusions becoming sweeping and giving no consideration of 
alternative possibilities.8 Goldďeƌg͛s ĐoŶĐlusioŶs that ǁoŵeŶ did Ŷot ŵaƌƌǇ uŶless they were 
forced to do so by economic hardship, and if they did marry it was later in life and less 
frequently than previous generations, seem a little farfetched and based upon a narrow body 
of evidence.9 In a society where marriage was the pinnacle of ǁoŵeŶ͛s liǀes it is diffiĐult to 
believe that they simply did not want to marry. This is not to deny that when two people 
married they were generally in a more economically stable condition as they only had one rent 
payment between the two of them, and a combined income. As Bennett also comments, 
women may not have been able to marry due to the sex-ratio in York which favoured 
women.10 
 Other historians have also researched the place of women in medieval society and the 
roles that they fulfilled at different stages of their lives. Louise Wilkinson conducted a study 
entitled Women in Thirteenth-Century Lincolnshire, examining female involvement and 
interaction with society.11 Wilkinson argues that gender roles might be economically, legally 
and socially reinfoƌĐed, ďut ͚these ƌoles did alloǁ ǁoŵeŶ soŵe sĐope foƌ aĐtioŶ͛.12 
Furthermore, she notes how female identity was not fixed and instead evolved with the female 
life-ĐǇĐle aŶd ĐhaŶges iŶ ĐiƌĐuŵstaŶĐe. Heƌ Đhapteƌ oŶ ͚ToǁŶsǁoŵeŶ͛ is of paƌtiĐulaƌ 
relevance to this thesis, as it provides a point of comparison for the research conducted in 
Canterbury.13 WilkiŶsoŶ͛s ǁoƌk ƌeĐogŶised that geŶdeƌ ideologies foƌŵed soĐietal eǆpeĐtatioŶs 
ǁhiĐh ǁoŵeŶ opeƌated ǁithiŶ, Ǉet theƌe ǁas ͚suffiĐieŶt latitude͛ ǁhiĐh Đould eŶaďle women 
to circumvent gender norms.14 In his work Gendering the Black Death: Women in Later 
Medieval England, S.H. Rigby presents an examination of the condition of women bringing 
                                                          
6 C. DǇeƌ, ͚‘eǀieǁ͛, The English Historical Review, Vol.110, No.439, pp.1248-1249 (November, 1995) 
p.1248. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle, pp.357-358. 
7 DǇeƌ, ͚‘eǀieǁ͛, p.ϭϮϰϴ.  
8 J. BeŶŶett, ͚‘eǀieǁ͛, Albion: A Quarterly Journal Concerned with British Studies, Vol.25, No.4, pp.676-
678 (Winter, 1993), p.677. Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle. 
9 Goldberg, Women, Work, and Life Cycle, p.261. 
10 BeŶŶett, ͚‘eǀieǁ͛, p.ϲϳϳ. 
11 L. J. Wilkinson, Women in Thirteenth-Century Lincolnshire (Woodbridge; Boydell Press, 2007). 
12 Ibid., p.197. 
13 Ibid., pp.92-115. 
14 Ibid., p.199. 
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together various ideas which surround the debate, while recognising a problem which 
medieval historians face – the limited information which surviving sources from the period 
offer with which to answer the range of questions which historians have.15 Furthermore, Rigby 
recognises that the real opportunities which were open to women altered and developed 
throughout the medieval period, in response to demographic, economic, political and social 
change.16 IŶ ‘igďǇ͛s ǁoƌk English Society in the Later Middle Ages – Class, Status and Gender, it 
could be argued that it was precisely because women possessed inferior property rights and 
economic opportunities as a gender, that their claims over resources were determined 
primarily by the social class of their husbands.17 EileeŶ Poǁeƌ͛s ǁoƌk Medieval Women argues 
that the position of women was one socially constructed, and that their place politically, legally 
and socially.18 Power also recognises the variety of positions which were women were 
expected to occupy under different settings, and that these often contradicted each other; this 
gave women and inconsistent status, something which Rigby also notes.19 Barbara HaŶaǁalt͛s 
work, The Wealth of Wives: Women, Law, and Economy in Late Medieval London, draws 
attention to the way women learnt to operate within the web of patriarchy, while recognising 
that marriage was understood to be the basis of the household economy.20 For medieval 
society it was the conjugal couple that provided a stable foundation, and brought together the 
elements which were needed to make a functioning and well-ordered society work.21 
 The working lives of medieval women have garnered more attention in the last two 
deĐades, aŶd as suĐh ŵoƌe liteƌatuƌe is ďeiŶg pƌoduĐed. Maƌjoƌie MĐIŶtosh͛s studǇ, Working 
Women in English Society 1300-1620, which focused primarily on five market towns, also 
examined the lives and experiences of urban women.22 MĐIŶtosh aƌgued that ǁoŵeŶ͛s leǀel of 
participation in the market economy varied across time and place, reflecting social, economic, 
cultural and demographic change. McIntosh also argued that women provided services which 
were mainly in a domestic context, and their freedom to do this was as a result of men finding 
                                                          
15 S.H. Rigby, ͚GeŶdeƌiŶg the BlaĐk Death: WoŵeŶ iŶ Lateƌ Medieǀal EŶglaŶd͛, Gender & History, Vol. 12, 
No.3, pp.745-754 (November, 2000), p.751. 
16 ‘igďǇ, ͚GeŶdeƌiŶg the BlaĐk Death͛, p.ϳϰϲ. 
17 S.H. Rigby, English Society in the Later Middle Ages – Class, Status and Gender (Basingstoke; 
MacMillan Press Ltd, 1995), p.282-283. 
18 E. Power, Medieval Women, 15th Edition (Cambridge; Cambridge University Press, 1994), p.14. 
19 Power, Medieval Women, p.9. Rigby, ͚GeŶdeƌiŶg the BlaĐk Death͛, p.ϳϰϴ. 
20 B. A. Hanawalt, The Wealth of Wives: Women, Law, and Economy in Late Medieval London (New York; 
Oxford University Press, 2007), pp.208, 215. 
21 Hanawalt, The Wealth of Wives, p.215. 
22 M. K. McIntosh, Working Women in English Society 1300-1620 (New York; Cambridge University Press, 
2005). The five market centres were: Tamworth (Staffordshire), Ramsey (Huntingdonshire), 
Northallerton (North Yorkshire), Romford (Essex), and Minehead (Somerset). 
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such work undesirable.23 Overall, McIntosh found that opportunities for women to engage in 
economic activities that generated income were much more restricted than those available for 
ŵeŶ, so that ͚ǁoŵeŶ͛s ǁoƌk ǁas seeŶ as seĐoŶdaƌǇ to the Ŷeed of ŵale household heads͛ iŶ 
the later Middle Ages.24 MaƌǇaŶŶe Koǁaleski͛s ǁoƌk Local Markets and Regional Trade in 
Medieval Exeter includes an exploration of the specific groups of traders who operated in the 
city and discusses the occupations in which women were employed, and their position within 
society.25  Koǁaleski also eŵphasised hoǁ ǁoŵeŶ͛s eĐoŶoŵiĐ oĐĐupatioŶs ǁeƌe geŶeƌallǇ loǁ 
status in a similar way to McIntosh. Yet, she argues that there were a large number of women 
in Exeter who achieved some independence in the clothing and textile trades, although they 
were treated differently to men in the industry having to pay a fine to carry out their work as 
they did not belong to the freedom.26 This links in with the theme within the historiography 
that ǁoŵeŶ ǁeƌe disadǀaŶtaged ǁithiŶ the ǁoƌkplaĐe, ǁhiĐh BeŶŶett͛s ǁoƌk oŶ the ďƌeǁiŶg 
industry also shows.27 Bennett argues that single women who brewed in towns were at a 
disadvantage as they lacked both capital investment and managerial authority.28 Although 
research has been conducted on women in other parts of England, there has been little study 
on the south east – something which this research aims to rectify by adding to the existing 
historiography a town centred approach to medieval women.29  
 There is a large body of surviving documentation from Canterbury during the 
thirteenth century that sheds light on women͛s liǀes, aŶd it is fƌoŵ this ŵateƌial that the 
research will be based. A collection of material relating to the city of Canterbury and to the 
properties of Christ Church Cathedral Priory is held at Canterbury Cathedral Archives, some of 
which was published by William Urry in his work Canterbury under the Angevin Kings.30 Urry 
transcribed a number of the rentals from the priory, these can be combined with other 
unpublished rentals from Canterbury Cathedral Archives, supplying evidence of female 
property holders within Canterbury. These rentals are extremely valuable as they provided 
names and rental prices, some also note when rents were paid, and give a brief description of 
                                                          
23 Ibid., p.250. 
24 Ibid., p.215. 
25 M. Kowaleski, Local Markets and Regional Trade in Medieval Exeter (Cambridge; Cambridge University 
Press, 1995). M. Koǁaleski, ͚ϴ. WoŵeŶ͛s Woƌk iŶ a Maƌket ToǁŶ: Eǆeteƌ iŶ the Late FouƌteeŶth CeŶtuƌǇ͛ 
in Women and Work in Pre-Industrial Europe, edited by Hanawalt, B. (Bloomington; Indiana University 
Press, 1986). 
26 Kowaleski, Local Markets, p.154. 
27 J. M. Bennett, Ale, Beeƌ, aŶd Bƌeǁsteƌs iŶ EŶglaŶd: WoŵeŶ͛s Woƌk iŶ a ChaŶgiŶg Woƌld, ϭ3ϬϬ-1600 
(New York; Oxford University Press, 1996). 
28 Ibid., p.57. 
29 Hanawalt, The Wealth of Wives. 
30 William Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings (London; The Athlone Press, 1967). 
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the different properties that Christ Church held in the city.31 Other documentation including 
grants, charters, writs and quitclaims are used in conjunction with the rentals, to undertake a 
detailed aŶalǇsis of ǁoŵeŶ͛s laŶd holdiŶg, oĐĐupatioŶs aŶd ŵaƌital status, fƌoŵ ǁhiĐh aŶ 
understanding of the role of women will be drawn.32 Furthermore, these documents will 
demonstrate how female property holders were using their property, and will allow for some 
comparisons with men in Canterbury, as well as women in other areas. Grants were generally 
concerned with the transfer of land from one party to another. Quitclaims could be used in 
conjunction with grants to secure transactions of land or property, and could also be used 
alone to convey land from one person to another.  A writ is document which grants authority 
or gives a command, and these could be in the form of a royal writ where the authority or 
command was issued by the king. Another valuable type of record in which women appear are 
the fƌeeŵeŶ͛s lists foƌ CaŶteƌďuƌǇ, ǁhiĐh iŶĐlude the Ŷaŵes of ŵeŶ ǁho seĐuƌed adŵissioŶ to 
the freedom of the ĐitǇ thƌough ŵaƌƌiage to a fƌeeŵaŶ͛s daughteƌ.33 All of these documents 
ĐaŶ pƌoǀide iŶfoƌŵatioŶ oŶ a ǁoŵaŶ͛s ŵaƌital status aŶd oĐĐasioŶallǇ heƌ oĐĐupatioŶ. EǆtaŶt 
ecclesiastical court records will also be consulted in order to look at the issues surrounding 
marriage formation in Canterbury, and how successfully these were regulated by local 
ecclesiastical authorities. Furthermore, ecclesiastical statutes and legislation will be examined, 
as there was a theological shift towards marriage during the twelfth into the thirteenth 
centuries.  
 Other documentation, including government records, can provide further evidence for 
the activities in which women were involved as landholders. Fine rolls record the offer of 
money to the king or his justiciar in exchange for charters, writs, pardons and grants, which 
were generally of land.34 The pipe rolls are important exchequer documents as they record the 
sums of money paid to the king by each county sheriff for the income from his rights and land 
within the county; also, up until 1270 they recorded any outstanding debts to the crown.35 Also 
of value are the charter rolls, which note enrolments of royal charters that record grants of 
                                                          
31 Rentals from Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings, and the 1230-35 Rental, CCA, CCA-DCc-
Rental/33 will be examined in Chapter Two: Women and Property. Much of the evidence is from Christ 
ChuƌĐh PƌioƌǇ, CaŶteƌďuƌǇ, hoǁeǀeƌ soŵe ƌeĐoƌds fƌoŵ “t AugustiŶe͛s AďďeǇ, CaŶteƌďuƌǇ ǁill ďe 
touched upon. 
32 There are no surviving town and court documents from this period. 
33 Roll 2, in Kent Records: Documents illustrative of Medieval Kentish Society, Volume XVIII, edited by 
Boulay, F.R.H. (Ashford; Hadley Brothers Ltd, 1964), pp.180-186. 
34 Chancery Fine rolls, National Archives Catalogue Entry. Accessed via: 
http://discovery.nationalarchives.gov.uk/details/r/C3620. Accessed on 24 September 2015. 
35 ͚EǆĐheƋueƌ: Pipe OffiĐe: Pipe ‘olls͛, NatioŶal AƌĐhiǀes Catalogue EŶtƌǇ, aĐĐessed ǀia: 
http://discovery.nationalarchives.gov.uk/SearchUI/Details?uri=C6749. Accessed on 24 September 2015. 
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land, privileges or liberties to religious communities, towns and individuals. Legal treatise such 
as Tractus de Legibus et Consuetudinibus Regni Angliae, more commonly known as Glanvill, 
and De Legibus Et Consuetudinibus Anglaie (On the Laws and Customs of England), often 
referred to as Bracton will also inform this research.36 Glanvill is attributed to Ranulf de Glanvill 
who was the chief justiciar under Henry II from 1154 to 1189.37 Bracton is attributed to Henry 
of Bratton and English judge of the coram rege, the kiŶg͛s ďeŶĐh aŶd ǁho lateƌ seƌǀed oŶ 
judicial commissions after his retirement in 1257.38  BƌaĐtoŶ͛s ǁoƌk atteŵpted to ƌatioŶallǇ 
describe the whole of English law and give guidance on its use, as well as expanding upon its 
basis by incorporating principles from canon law, and so offers a useful insight into the legal 
position of women within society.39  Wills have not been used for this study as none survive for 
this period which pertain to women. When information from these documents is combined it 
will provide both context and evidence for the place of women within society, the occupations 
in which they were active, their position as property holders and the realities of marriage 
formation in Canterbury.  
 Thirteenth-century Kent was a county which encompassed a diverse populace, 
particularly in relation to wealth and social status, and had distinct contrasts in population 
density and land use in different parts of this region.40 By 1300 about 10,000 people lived in 
Canterbury – making it the tenth largest town in England.41 Canterbury held a prominent 
position within English politics, as a seat of royal government and the centre of an 
ecclesiastical province. It was a cosmopolitan centre, with close proximity to trade routes and 
a pilgƌiŵage loĐatioŶ, ǁheƌe ǀisitoƌs floĐked to Thoŵas BeĐket͛s shƌiŶe. Classified as a ƌoǇal 
borough, the town belonged to the king; therefore it was his officials who organised the law 
Đouƌt aŶd ĐolleĐted the taǆes. The fiŶe ƌolls fƌoŵ HeŶƌǇ III͛s ƌeigŶ shoǁ that iŶ OĐtoďeƌ ϭϮϯϰ 
the king granted Canterbury to its citizens for £60 a year, £30 of which was to be paid to the 
Exchequer at Easter and a further £30 at Michaelmas, he also granted them the right to elect 
their own bailiffs from among the residents.42 Yet, in 1236 a charter was issued by King Henry 
III granting the citizens of Canterbury the right and indeed privilege to collect their own taxes 
                                                          
36 Glanvill. Bracton. 
37 Glanvill, p.xi. 
38 Bracton. 
39 Bracton. 
40 M. Mate, ͚Chapteƌ ϭ – The Economy of Kent, 1200-1500: An Age of Expansion, 1200-ϭϯϰϴ͛ iŶ Later 
Medieval Kent 1220-1540, edited by Sweetinburgh, Shelia (Woodbridge; Boydell Press and Kent County 
Council, 2010), p.1. 
41 M. Lyle, English Heritage Book of Canterbury (London; Batsford Limited, 1994), p.73. 
42 CFR, 1233-1234, no.395. 
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and organise their own law courts.43 The town was self-governing after the 1236 charter was 
issued, with the wealthy citizens electing six aldermen and two bailiffs to deal with the cities 
administration. These bailiffs and aldermen also made up part of the council who sat at the 
law court, Burmote, which met fortnightly.44 Previously a charter from 1155 was issued by 
HeŶƌǇ III ǁhiĐh ŵakes ŵeŶtioŶ of a ͚Buƌghŵoot͛, aŶ uŶdiffeƌeŶtiated Đouƌt aŶd ĐouŶĐil, ǁhiĐh 
held fortnightly meetings on a Tuesday – although by the late thirteenth century this 
institution had become bifurcated into individual bodies of both court and council.45  
 Canterbury was a city which had embraced its ecclesiastical heritage. It had been 
instrumental in the conversion of the country to Christianity. Pope Gregory had targeted the 
Anglo-Saxon kingdom of Kent for a missionary venture in c.597, and Canterbury came to 
occupy a position of power and supremacy within the Church.46  Its position of ecclesiastical 
importance furthered its relationship with royal government, with the Archbishop of 
Canterbury overseeing the Catholic Church within England and often called upon to give 
counsel to the royal family. Kent was the only county in the English kingdom which had two 
episcopal sees and two cathedrals (Rochester and Canterbury), yet it was Canterbury which 
became the dominant one – gaining further ecclesiastical power through the mass of pilgrims 
which flocked to the city, particularly after the murder of Thomas Becket in 1170.47 By the 
early thirteenth century there were twenty-two parishes in Canterbury, and each of these had 
its own church and priest who was responsible for providing his parishioners with a religious 
education, and catering for their spiritual needs.48 Canterbury was a city mainly encased within 
a Roman wall, featuring six gates which provided access in and out of the city.49  
 There were two main ecclesiastical institutions in Canterbury during this period – the 
monks living within Christ Church Cathedƌal PƌioƌǇ aŶd the ŵoŶks of “t AugustiŶe͛s AďďeǇ. The 
house of Benedictine monks at the cathedral was established in 598 after the king granted a 
                                                          
43 Lyle, Canterbury, p.1. 
44 Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings, p.91. 
45 City of Canterbury: The Chief Citizens of Canterbury -  A List of portreeves (prefect, prepositi) from 
AD780 until c/11, of Prepositi (Bailiffs) from the 17th century until 1448 and of Mayors from 1448 until 
2011. Accessed via: https://www.canterbury.gov.uk/media/678220/City-of-Canterbury-Portreeves.pdf. 
Accessed on 24 September 2015. 
46 Lyle, Canterbury, p.43. 
47 Ibid., p.43. 
48 Parishes of Canterbury: All Saints, St Alphege, St Andrew, St Dunstan, St Edmund Ridingate, St George, 
St Helen, Holy Cross, St John Baptist, St Margaret, St Martin, St Mary Bredman, St Mary Bredin, St Mary 
de Castro, St Mary Magdalene, St Mary Northgate, St Mary Queningate, St Michael Burgate, St Mildred, 
St Paul, St Peter, St Sepulchre. Urry, CaŶteƌďuƌǇ uŶdeƌ the AŶgeǀiŶ KiŶg͛s, pp.210-211. 
49 M. Merar-CoulstoĐk, ͚CaŶteƌďuƌǇ: A Medieǀal EĐĐlesiastiĐal CitǇ͛ iŶ Canterbury a Medieval City, Edited 
by Royer-Hemet, Catherine (Newcastle upon Tyne; Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2010), pp.11-12. 
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royal palace to the monks, and it was restored as a church and consecrated to the saviour – 
Christ Church.50 Christ Church was a formidable presence in thirteenth-century Canterbury, 
owning vast estates, particularly in the South East of England, as well as land in Canterbury 
itself. By the end of the thirteenth century the priory had fifty-seven manor estates, with 
thirty-eight of these in Kent, as well as owning nineteen rectories in the period between 1178 
and 1397 on top of their urban properties in Canterbury, Sandwich, London and Southwark.51 
DǇeƌ illustƌated Chƌist ChuƌĐh͛s doŵiŶaŶĐe ǁith ƌegaƌd to pƌoperty ownership - in 1199, 
houses and shops in the city which were worth £25 per annum belonged to the cathedral 
priory; however, by 1300 a third of the town was owned by the priory, who enjoyed an income 
of £110 from rents.52 As Barrie Dobson and Elizabeth Edǁaƌds ĐoŵŵeŶt ͚the pƌioƌ aŶd the 
chapter of Christ Church were in many ways the largest business corporations that late 
ŵedieǀal BƌitaiŶ had to offeƌ͛.53  
 However, relations between Christ Church and the king were often fractured, as the 
archiepiscopal eleĐtioŶ ĐoŶtƌoǀeƌsǇ of KiŶg JohŶ͛s ƌeigŶ iŶdiĐated - the monks of Christ Church 
were expelled in July 1207 by King John for their part and they did not return until June 1213.54 
This archiepiscopal election controversy, which caused debate between King John and the 
Pope aŶd led to JohŶ͛s eǆĐoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶ, oĐĐuƌƌed afteƌ the death of AƌĐhďishop of 
Canterbury, Hubert Walter, in 1205 and centred on the election of his successor.55 Some of the 
monks elected the sub-prior of Christ Church, Reginald, while a faction who were under 
pressure from King John elected the Bishop of Norwich, John de Grey.56 After an appeal to 
Rome both of these elections were quashed, and Stephen Langton was elected and 
                                                          
50 ‘.C. Foǁleƌ, ͚‘eligious Houses: Cathedƌal PƌioƌǇ of HolǇ TƌiŶitǇ oƌ ChƌistĐhuƌĐh CaŶteƌďuƌǇ͛, iŶ A 
History of the County of Kent, Vol. 2, edited by Page, William (London; St Catherine Press, 1926), p.113. 
51 M. “paƌks, ͚AppeŶdiǆ Ϯ: Estates͛ iŶ A History of Canterbury Cathedral, edited by Collinson, Patrick, 
Ramsey, Nigel, and Sparks, Margaret (New York; Oxford University Press, 1995), pp.566-570. 
The Priory also owned: Canterbury College, Oxford; woodland and small parcels of land; port rights in 
Sandwich 1023-1290; estates in Ireland. 
52 C. Dyer, Making a Living in the Middle Ages: The People of Britain 850-1520 (London; Yale University 
Press, 2002), p.198. 
53 B. DoďsoŶ aŶd E. Edǁaƌds, ͚Chapteƌ ϱ – The Religious Houses of Kent, 1220-ϭϱϰϬ͛ in Later Medieval 
Kent 1220-1540, p.90. 
54 Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings, p.12. 
55 R. C. “taĐeǇ, ͚Walteƌ, Huďeƌt (d. ϭϮϬϱͿ͛, Oxford Dictionary of National Biography, Oxford University 
Press (2004) Accessed via: http://www.oxforddnb.com/view/article/28633. Accessed on 24 September 
2015. 
56 R. M. HaiŶes, ͚GƌaǇ, JohŶ de (d. ϭϮϭϰͿ͛, Oxford Dictionary of National Biography, Oxford University 




consecrated at Viberto in June 1207.57 Langton was refused entry to England, and the Pope 
responded by placing an interdict on the entire country from spring 1208 to summer 1213.58 
The ŵoŶks at the Đathedƌal pƌioƌǇ also ofteŶ Đaŵe iŶto ĐoŶfliĐt ǁith those at “t AugustiŶe͛s 
Abbey, whose foundations are believed to have occurred at a similar time to those of Christ 
Church, with the late medieval chronicler William Thorne giving a date of 598.59 “t AugustiŶe͛s 
Abbey lay just outside the city walls, and was originally designed to be the burial place for 
Augustine himself and his successors of the episcopacy, as well as the Kings of Kent.60 Relations 
between the monks at these two institutions were often frayed, with disputes over land and 
ports (particularly at Sandwich) continually being negotiated.61 In 1200 the papal decision that 
St AugustiŶe͛s should Ŷot ďe suďjeĐted to Chƌist ChuƌĐh ǁas disputed ďǇ the AƌĐhďishop, aŶd 
this quarrel became on ongoing theme.62 The abbey also clashed with civic authorities as it had 
a considerable property portfolio in the city, and occasionally the two bodies disagreed 
regarding rights and jurisdictions.63  
 The populace within Canterbury were diverse and their social statuses occupied all 
ranges of the spectrum. The city featured a small but active Jewish community, merchants, 
victualling trades, wood and metal industries, moneyers, as well as a cloth industry.64 Many of 
the Canterbury Jews lived in the Jewish quarter, with most placed in the parish of St Mary 
Bredman or the adjoining parish of All Saints.65 Between 1200 and 1290 there are 144 Jews 
recorded within Canterbury documentation, of these people seventeen are women.66 The 
Jeǁish Ƌuaƌteƌ eŶĐoŵpassed the aƌea aƌouŶd “touƌ “tƌeet, aŶd iŶ paƌtiĐulaƌ ͚JeǁƌǇ LaŶe͛, ǁith 
a synagogue close by, but they were a group often excluded from many aspects of society.67 
Under the Catholic Church Jews were not allowed to participate in trade nor own land, 
hoǁeǀeƌ oŶe oĐĐupatioŶ iŶ ǁhiĐh theǇ doŵiŶated ǁas as ͚ŵoŶeǇeƌs͛. The CatholiĐ ChuƌĐh 
found moral implications with a Catholic occupying the position of a moneylender. In 1139 the 
                                                          
57 C. Holdsǁoƌth, ͚LaŶgtoŶ, “tepheŶ (c.1150–ϭϮϮϴͿ͛, Oxford Dictionary of National Biography, Oxford 
University Press (2004). Accessed via: http://www.oxforddnb.com/view/article/16044. Accessed on 24 
September 2015. 
58 M. GiďsoŶ, ͚II. NoƌŵaŶs aŶd AŶgeǀiŶs, ϭϬϳϬ-ϭϮϮϬ͛ in A History of Canterbury Cathedral, p.68. 
59 Foǁleƌ, ͚‘eligious Houses: Cathedral Priory of Holy Trinity͛, p.113. 
60 L. Caƌƌutheƌs, ͚Monks among Barbarians: Augustine of Canterbury and his Successors in Bede's 
Account of the Roman and Monastic OrigiŶs of the EŶglish ChuƌĐh͛ iŶ Canterbury: A Medieval City, p.29. 
61 Ibid., p.129. 
62 DoďsoŶ aŶd Edǁaƌds, ͚The ‘eligious Houses of KeŶt͛, p.ϵϰ. 
63 Ibid., p.96. 
64 Jews will be touched upon in this study, however it is not the main focus of this thesis. Economy and 
trade will be discussed further in Chapter Three: Women and Work. 
65 M. Adler, Jews of Medieval England (London; Edward Goldston Limited, 1939, p.53. 
66 Ibid., pp.122-124. 
67 Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings, p.32. 
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Second Lateran Council condemned the practice of usury and anyone practicing it was to be 
severed from the Church and deprived of a Christian burial.68 The Church pointed to biblical 
evidence which condemned usury, however there was a loophole which meant that Jews could 
not lend to other Jews, but they were permitted to make loans with interest to non-Jews.69 
After Christian prejudices against the Jewish populace and royal taxation changes which 
specifically targeted Jews, they were eventually expelled from England in 1290 under Edward 
I.70 Asset stripping further diminished Jewish inheritance, and this wealth was brought to the 
crown.71 
 The position of women within the thirteenth century remained one of inferiority and 
subordination, stemming from the strong patriarchal structure which was in place throughout 
England. The ecclesiastical authorities had two different and colliding views on women, one as 
Mary, the immaculate mother of Christ, and the other as Eve. Under the figure of Mary women 
were supposed to be pure, kind, mothers and women were encouraged to emulate Mary. On 
the other hand they were seen as temptresses who were heiresses of Eve - condemned for the 
damnation of mankind by tempting Adam to eat the forbidden fruit. Churchmen regarded 
married women as more stable than single woman, as they came under the authority of their 
husbands, unlike single women. The Catholic Church held the position that women should be 
subservient and were beholden to their husbands. Women were expected to be under the 
authority of their fathers until they married; at this stage governance over them passed to 
their husbands, as did all their property. Legal treatises make clear the position of women in 
relation to men and this is something which will be looked at in more detail in this study, as 
their position impacted upon their ability to own property, testify in court and caused issues 
when trying to find employment.72 Marital status was vital to a woman's standing within 
society and it was something which we shall discover often shaped her identity, particularly in 
rental records. 
 This thesis will focus on three main areas in its examination of women, work and life 
cycle in thirteenth-century Canterbury. Marriage was an important part of the female life 
cyĐle, aŶd Đould ďe ĐoŶsideƌed the fouŶdatioŶ oŶ ǁhiĐh a ǁoŵaŶ͛s life ǁas defiŶed. The 
marital status of women will be studied to understand how this influenced their position in 
                                                          
68 ͚“eĐoŶd LateƌaŶ CouŶĐil – ϭϭϯϵ A.D.͛ CaŶoŶ ϭϯ. Papal Encyclicals. Accessed via: 
http://www.papalencyclicals.net/Councils/ecum10.htm. Accessed on 24 September 2015. 
69 Deuteronomy 23:19-20.  
70 Dyer, Making a Living, p.211. 
71 Carpenter, The Struggle for Mastery, p.489. 
72 Legal tracts such as Glanvill and Bracton. 
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society, and affected their involvement in community life. The issue of women and property 
will be discussed, with a view to analysing the importance of female landholders. Women 
often received land as part of their dower, while those in the upper echelons of society had 
the opportunity to inherit land. Furthermore, employment prospects in Canterbury and their 
role within the local economy will be investigated. There were opportunities for women to 
ǁoƌk, although ŵuĐh of theiƌ ǁoƌk ǁas foĐused iŶ a doŵestiĐ settiŶg; the teƌŵ ͞ǁoƌk͟ Đoǀeƌs 
any task in which physical or mental effort is used to make or do something. These three areas 
of marriage, property and work were all influenced by one dominant force within medieval life 
– the ecclesiastical authorities.  It is hoped that an understanding of how far female 
experiences were shaped by the ecclesiastical view on women will be gained, as it 







Chapter One: Women and Marriage 
 WoŵeŶ͛s liǀes ǁeƌe ŵaƌked ďǇ the stages iŶ theiƌ life ĐǇĐle, aŶd the ŵost iŵpoƌtaŶt 
stage within this cycle was marriage. Marriage was seen as a vital part of society, and the 
Statutes of Salisbury (1217-1219) noted its importance - ͚it appeaƌs that iŶ this life the ŵost 
desiƌaďle, good aŶd pƌiǀileged thiŶg is ŵaƌƌiage.͛73 It was anticipated by Christian teaching, 
drawing on the ideas of St Paul, that those who were not entering a religious vocation would 
venture into matrimony.74 It was a state which many were ushered into, although there were 
often single women within medieval society.75 Throughout their lives women were instructed 
in the art of being wives and mothers, with the expectation that they would marry and 
produce children.76 The importance of marriage within society cannot be underestimated. It 
ŵeaŶt a ĐhaŶge iŶ a ǁoŵaŶ͛s positioŶ iŶ the social hierarchy, and altered her sphere of 
influence. Matrimony was an accepted institution within medieval society, and it was vital 
from a family perspective for the control and transfer of property.77 Yet, Charles Donahue 
argues that there were two competing models for marriage which existed between the 
eleventh and the thirteenth centuries.78 There was a secular model which was built on lineage, 
which sought to tightly control marriage choice, valuing family consent, while having a 
tendency to practice endogamy. However, there was also an ecclesiastical model which was 
unconcerned with lineage, while emphasising the freedom of choice given to the marrying 
couple rather than that of their families or lords, and insisted on exogamy.79 The ecclesiastical 
authorities impressed upon the population how vital matrimony was for the functioning of 
society – it legitimised children, established households, controlled sexual activities and 
ensured the salvation and moral conduct of the English population.80 A variety of methods 
were used by the ecclesiastical authorities to impress the importance of marriage upon the 
population; from bible readings, to the ecclesiastical legislation on sexual intercourse, 
                                                          
73 English Ecclesiastical Statues, Statutes of Salisbury, No.82, Concerning the commendation of marriage 
(1217-1219), in Love, Sex and Marriage in the Middle Ages: A Sourcebook, Edited by McCarthy, C. 
(Routledge; London, 2004), p.74. 
74 H. Leyser, Medieval Women: A Social History in England 450-1500 (London; Phoenix Press, 1996), 
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76 C. “poŶsleƌ, ͚ϲ.The EŶglish How the Good Wijf Taughte Hir Doughtir and How the Wise Man Taught his 
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English Translations, edited by Johnston, Mark D. (Toronto; University of Toronto Press, 2009), p.296. 
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marriage and relationships, the Church ensured it got its message across.  Overall there was a 
belief that marriage performed a vital acceptable social function necessary for the procreation 
of children. 
 The majority of sources that touch upon marriage which survive for Canterbury from 
this period are ecclesiastical in nature; indeed this is no surprise due to the fact that marriage 
had been declared a sacrament by the Catholic Church.81 Furthermore, the Church issued 
legislation regarding the conduct of marriage. The Church attempted to police the sexual 
activities of both the clergy and the laity, and exalted virginity and chastity above marital sex.82 
Ecclesiastical sources are problematic, as they were often written by clergymen enjoined to 
keep celibacy about lay behaviour which they regarded as sinful. Court documents from the 
consistory court at Canterbury, particularly those from 1292-1294 due to a preponderance of 
data from this period, will be analysed. Documents from the court do not always survive and 
this presents problems of interpretation, as we cannot gain a complete understanding of 
marriage as a whole throughout the thirteenth century. Furthermore, some cases are 
incomplete and thus we only have partial knowledge of the surrounding circumstances. 
Additionally, the ChuƌĐh͛s attitude toǁaƌds seǆual ďehaǀiour could affect what information 
was transcribed. The negative connotations which often surrounded the sexual behaviour of 
the laity may explain why the sexual element of many ecclesiastical court cases is often 
focused on.83 Within this chapter the theory and ecclesiastical view of marriage will be 
explored, and how far ecclesiastical teaching on marriage was upheld and regulated in 
thirteenth-century Canterbury. After a brief survey of the ecclesiastical view of marriage in the 
thirteenth century, this chapter will explore the evidence for marriage formation and marital 
ƌelatioŶships aŵoŶg CaŶteƌďuƌǇ͛s populatioŶ. The various impediments to marriage which 
existed during this period will be discussed with material from the Canterbury court records 
used to highlight the importance and realities of marriage in thirteenth-century Canterbury.  
 Marital theory relied heavily on the ecclesiastical view of marriage, and the lives of 
medieval people were governed by ecclesiastical thinking on a variety of different issues. 
Ecclesiastical theology provided a framework within which marriage could be understood and 
opeƌate, ǁithout iŶĐuƌƌiŶg daŵage to people͛s souls, aŶd theiƌ eteƌŶal salǀatioŶ. BiďliĐal 
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Wiǀes͛, Speculum, Vol.61 (1986), pp.517-543. Accessed via: http://www.jstor.org/stable/2851594. 
Accessed on 24 September 2015. p.523. 
82 C. McCarthy, Marriage In Medieval England: Law, Literature, and Practice (Woodbridge; Boydell Press, 
2004), p.107. 
83 McCarthy, Love, Sex and Marriage, p.2. 
15 
 
foundations for marriage were laid out in both the Old and the New Testament, providing a 
scriptural basis for unions. In the Old Testament references to love and marriage can be found 
in Genesis, Ruth, Proverbs, Ecclesiastes, Song of Solomon, Isaiah, Jeremiah, Hosea and 
Ecclesiasticus.84  The Book of Ecclesiasticus, often referred to as Sirach, 40:18-23 gives praise to 
marriage in a passage known as ͚The JoǇs of Life͛.85 Veƌse Ϯϯ states, ͚A friend or companion is 
always welcome, but a sensiďle ǁife is ďetteƌ thaŶ eitheƌ͛, proffering the view that marriage 
was something to aspire to, an institution to be upheld.86 In Genesis 1:26-28 God created 
mankind male aŶd feŵale, ĐoŵŵaŶdiŶg theŵ to ͚Be fruitful and multiply, and fill the earth and 
suďdue it͛; for the Church this backed up their notion that marriage was for the sole purpose of 
procreating children.87 Furthermore, Proverbs 31:10-ϭϮ, ofteŶ ƌefeƌƌed to as aŶ ͚Ode to a 
Capaďle Wife͛, poiŶts to the iŶdissoluďilitǇ of a ŵaƌital uŶioŶ.88 Similar sentiments are echoed 
in the books of the New Testament.89 In Matthew 19:5-7 the lifelong commitment of marriage 
is evident, stating that a ŵaŶ aŶd a ǁoŵaŶ ďeĐoŵe ͚oŶe flesh͛, ͚Theƌefoƌe ǁhat God has 
joiŶed togetheƌ let Ŷo oŶe sepaƌate͛.90 Other biblical passages such as 1 Peter 3:1-7 talk about 
the roles of wives and husbands, while Ephesians and Colossians give guidance on the Christian 
household.91 It was these biblical passages which formed the foundation for marital theology. 
 The ecclesiastical foundation for marriage was rooted in scripture, yet the work of 
theologians further shaped this seemingly social institution. St Paul in his letters to the 
Corinthians dedicates an entire chapter to the issue of marriage and celibacy; in his letters to 
the Ephesians (5:21-33) St Paul shows the position of subordination the wife held within her 
marriage, the husband is the head of the wife, as Christ is the head of the Church.92 St 
                                                          
84 BSiV, Genesis 1:26-28, 2:18-24, 24:58-67, Ruth 1:16-17, Proverbs 31:10-12,  Ecclesiastes 3:1-8, Song of 
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Augustine provided theological works which pertained to marriage and sexual behaviour.93 It 
was these ideologies and scriptural references which developed the ecclesiastical model, and 
made marriage a sacrament.94 For Augustine the 'first natural bond of human society is man 
and wife', yet he ordained a hierarchical model which proposed the three grades of chastity - 
virginity, widowhood and marriage.95 The three grades of chastity were the basis of the 
hieƌaƌĐhǇ of the saǀed, aŶd this ǁas deteƌŵiŶed ďǇ a peƌsoŶ͛s state of ĐhastitǇ at the poiŶt of 
their death.96 The concept was structured around the Parable of the Sower in Matthew 13:3-
23, however verse eight really encapsulated AugustiŶe͛s ŵodel – ͚other seeds fell on good soil 
and brought forth grain, some a hundredfold, soŵe siǆtǇ, soŵe thiƌtǇ͛.97 The state of virginity 
was represented by the hundred grains, it was a state to aspire towards, while widowhood was 
at a lower level of sixty grains because they were no longer virgins yet they were no longer 
engaging in sexual intercourse. Married people were at the lower end of the spectrum, and 
were represented by the thirty grains. For Augustine sex within marriage presented difficulties, 
and he argued that no sexual activity could take place without having a corrupting effect on 
the participants.98 Furthermore, he believed that marital intercourse which was motivated by 
lust or merely to avoid the greater evil of fornication was a venial sin.99 On the other hand, 
Augustine praised marriage as a relative good, and formulated three goods that marriage 
contains (fidelity, offspring and the sacrament).100 These goods mean that Christian marriage is 
indissoluble, monogamous and directed towards procreation.101 Moreover, the virtue of 
marital state meant that it muted sexual pleasure and prescribed procreation, as Augustine 
wrote 'wherein husband and wife cleave to one another, they have in mind that they be father 
and mother'.102 These ideas influenced the works of twelfth-century writers such as Gratian 
and Peter Lombard, regarding the theory of consent and consummation within marriage. 
 Canonical changes during the twelfth and thirteenth centuries meant there was a shift 
in the theological morals and principles regarding marriage. There had been a shift in 
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ecclesiastical theology surrounding marriage during the eleventh and twelfth centuries, 
particularly with the development of the theories of Lombard and Gratian. The Gregorian 
reform movement had stimulated an evolution in the ecclesiastical model for marriage, and by 
the mid-twelfth century marriage had become an entity which was now controlled by the 
Church.103 The First and Second Lateran Councils saw the initiation of marriage as a religious 
sacrament, and it was now constituted an ecclesiastical issue, one in which the Church could 
exercise control. It was only during the twelfth century that the Church fixed a definition of 
what constituted a valid marriage under Pope Alexander III.104 Other statutes were introduced 
under Stephen Langton during his term as the Archbishop of Canterbury (1207-1228).105 
Langton instigated a series of Canterbury statutes which began with the regulation of the act 
of ďetƌothal; these statutes ŵoǀed ďeǇoŶd ŵeasuƌes fƌoŵ Huďeƌt Walteƌ͛s Westminster 
Council of 1200, as twenty-three of thirty-three sets of statutes which were issued between 
1213 and 1289 set out formalities and requirements for a legal betrothal.106 I Canterbury 55 
required the engagement to be entered publically before witnesses.107 Langton held a 
provincial council for Canterbury at Oxford in 1222 and from here sixty canons were 
introduced, covering a wide range of topics; many of these canons were later included by 
other dioceses in their own legislation.108 The Oǆfoƌd ĐouŶĐil͛s canons included arrangements 
to excommunicate those who bear false witness in marriage cases, demonstrating the 
seriousness of marriage.109 In canon 27 the Church required marriage to be open to all couples, 
they should not be declined because they did not have the money to pay for a service; this 
shows that marriage was a sacrament which was open to all because of its importance to 
society.110  
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 There were two theories regarding marital consent, consummation and what 
processes constituted a marriage competing during the twelfth century, and these theories 
were solidified in the thirteenth century. The Decretum or Concordance of Discordant Canons, 
is a collection of canon law which was compiled and written in the twelfth century, and it 
contained an extensive discussion of marriage.111 The Decretum is often just known as Gratian, 
after its author, and presented a view that the creation of a marital bond between a man and a 
woman occurred in two stages – consent and consummation.112 Gratian argued that it was an 
espousal (desponsatio) combined with a sexual union (commixtio sexum) that solidified a legal 
marriage.113 For Gratian the exchange of verbal consent between the persons to be married 
initiated a marital union, yet it was only through subsequent sexual intercourse that a couple 
completed and rendered their union indissoluble.114 Furthermore, it was the consent of the 
individuals entering the marital union which was important, not their families, with Gratian 
statiŶg ͚Ŷo ǁoŵaŶ should ďe ŵaƌƌied to aŶǇoŶe eǆĐept ďǇ heƌ fƌee ǁill͛.115 A later twelfth-
century writer Peter Lombard agreed with Gratian on the importance of individual consent, yet 
he offered an alternative view of what constituted a marriage.116 Loŵďaƌd͛s theologiĐal ǀieǁs 
were summarised in The Four Books of Sentences, in particular the one pertaining to marriage 
(The theology of marriage) which was written in 1150.117 Lombard championed a purely 
ĐoŶseŶsual defiŶitioŶ of ŵaƌƌiage, aŶd ƌejeĐted the iŶĐlusioŶ of GƌatiaŶ͛s seǆual 
requirement.118  Lombard drew on the marriage of Joseph and Mary, whose marriage 
aĐĐoƌdiŶg to sĐƌiptuƌe ǁas Ŷeǀeƌ ĐoŶsuŵŵated, aŶd theƌefoƌe uŶdeƌ GƌatiaŶ͛s theory their 
marriage would not have been considered legal; this theory, using the example of Joseph and 
Mary, held that present consent alone created a perfect marriage and an indissoluble bond.119 
Lombard distinguished between two types of desponsatio, one by words of present consent 
(verba de presenti) and the other by words of future consent (verba de futuro).120 According to 
Lombard, anyone who entered a marriage with words of future consent only created an 
indissoluble bond if the marital union was followed by sex.121 It was the consensual model as 
described in the Sentences which formed the basis of the marriage doctrine of Pope Alexander 
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III (c.1105-81), and thus was iŶĐluded iŶ the ͚deĐƌetals͛.122  AleǆaŶdeƌ͛s ŵatuƌe ŵaƌƌiage 
theory, based on Lombard, allowed for the two modes of contracting a marriage either verba 
de presenti or verba de futuro.123 MaŶusĐƌipt fƌagŵeŶts ĐoŶtaiŶiŶg Loŵďaƌd͛s seŶteŶĐes 
survive within CCA and are dated from 1200, indicating that this material was in circulation in 
the city.124 It was these theological views which were used to shape the ecclesiastical 
legislation surrounding marriage. 
 The formation of a marriage in reality was not straightforward. The issue of consent 
was non-negotiable as far as the Church authorities were concerned; however, within families 
parental consent was often more at the fore front. The consensual model of marriage was set 
out in canon law from 1140 and had been inherited within England from previous secular 
rulers - particularly from King Canute (1016-1035), whose second law code stated that ͚Ŷo 
woman should be forced to marry a man that she dislikes or be given in marriage for 
ŵoŶeǇ͛.125 Therefore a notion of marriage was promoted within the Church, where both 
husbands and wives were required to give their consent freely to matrimony for their union to 
be considered valid.126 As ǁe haǀe alƌeadǇ seeŶ, Loŵďaƌd͛s theoƌǇ of ǁhat ĐoŶstituted a 
marriage required words of consent to be exchanged between the couple, therefore there is 
an implication that it is the couple themselves who are consenting to the marital union. 
Moreover, the correct way for contracting a marriage was laid out, with both of the couple 
using the following words to commit themselves to each other in front of the priest – ͚I N. 
aĐĐept Ǉou as ŵiŶe.͛127 These ecclesiastical statutes demonstrate the ChuƌĐh͛s ĐoŶĐeƌŶ to 
regulate marriage, but it is the formation of marriage which generally caused the most 
problems.   
 In the thirteenth century couples who were marrying were required to do so in a 
public setting, in the presence of a priest, so that their union was recognised by the Church. 
The husband was expected to declare the dower publically at the wedding, so ideally a 
property settlement had to have been agreed before the couple could be married.128 Couples 
were restricted by the liturgical calendar as to when they could marry, and marriages were 
                                                          
122 Ibid., p.1. 
123 Ibid., p.23. 
124 Manuscript fragment, CCA, CCA-DCb-PRC/49/5. Manuscript fragment, CCA, CCA-DCb-PRC/49/26. 
125 Legal Foundations: Anglo-Saxon Laws – The Laws of Canute II, in Love, Marriage, and Family in the 
Middle Ages – A Reader, edited by Murray, Jacqueline, (Ontario; Broadview Press Limited, 2001), p.43. 
126 Wilkinson, Women in Thirteenth-Century Lincolnshire, p.3. 
127 English Ecclesiastical Statutes in Love, Sex and Marriage, p.75. 




banned during the liturgical seasons of Advent and Lent.129 Evidence of the public nature of a 
marriage ceremony can be found in the Sarum Missal from the Diocese of Salisbury. Written in 
the thiƌteeŶth ĐeŶtuƌǇ the teǆt stated ͚The ŵaŶ aŶd the ǁoŵaŶ aƌe to staŶd ďefoƌe the dooƌ 
of the church or in the face of the church, in the presence of God, and the priest, and the 
people͛ – this missal was adopted by the whole of England by the fifteenth century.130 The 
groom had to make an announcement as to the dower which his bride could receive should he 
predecease her, before a ring was blessed for the bride and vows in the vernacular were 
exchanged.131 After the couple had performed this ceremony they were considered married by 
both Church and society. The couple then entered the church for prayers to be said and mass 
followed, it was only after the Sanctus that the couple had their marriage blessed. A wedding 
feast followed the mass, and then a priest went with the couple in order to bless the bridal 
bedchamber and the bed.132 By blessing the bed the Church was blessing the sexual union of 
the married couple, and therefore praying that their union would produce children. It was 
expected that couples, unless otherwise agreed, had sexual intercourse as the primary 
purpose of marriage was to produce children. It was also considered to be conjugal debt. The 
public setting of marriage served several purposes. It ensured that the community were aware 
of the marriage, allowing time for people to appeal after the banns had been read. 
Furthermore, it was a visible display of a couple͛s consent to spend the rest of their lives 
together, certifying that both participants were entering willingly. Finally, the public setting 
meant that witnesses were present, and should a marital case appear in court there were 
people who could attest to the marriage.133 A case from the Canterbury Courts in 1293 shows 
just how detailed the witness statements could be as a list of questions which the courts 
wanted to ask those involved in a marriage case survives; this list of questions was to be put to 
Dulcie Herdman regarding a marriage case from Folkestone in which Alice Peytevyn and 
William Baudeioun were accused of having illicit intercourse.134 The questions asked what the 
witnesses knew about the couple, what they had seen and heard about the alleged 
intercourse.135 The presence of a priest also ensured that couples were using the correct terms 
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when exchanging words of consent, and that their marriage would be declared legal and valid 
by the Church. 
 When planning for marriage a couple had to ensure that it was legal for them to do so, 
certifying that no impediments were in place. The purpose of publishing the banns was to 
discover if any impediments were in existence, or if a prior claim of marriage would reveal 
itself, preventing the couple from marrying. By the beginning of the thirteenth century there 
were a variety of impediments which could prevent a couple from marrying. These 
impediments included vows, orders, consanguinity, affinity, disparity of cult and sponsorship, 
with five categories of people who were excluded from marriage: godfathers, godmothers, 
godchildren and spiritual brothers and sisters; there was a threat of excommunication for 
anyone who concealed an impediment to matrimony.136 You could not marry if you had 
previously taken religious vows or were in Holy Orders, as you were technically married to 
God. Disparity of cult meant that you were not allowed to marry someone who was not a 
Christian, as you could not fulfil the purpose of a Christian marriage. Evidence for disparity of 
cult is certainly limited, and Donahue argues that while intermarriage occurred, whether legal 
or illegal, evidence within the Church courts records simply does not exist.137 
 It was in order to uncover any existing impediments before the marriage took place, 
the banns were read out three times in the church, as specified at the Council of Westminster 
iŶ ϭϮϬϬ ͚let not any marriage be contracted without proclamation repeated three times in the 
ĐhuƌĐh͛.138 The importance of reading the banns can be demonstrated by a case from 
Canterbury in 1292.139 Eleanor de Roluindeene, upon hearing the banns announcing the 
impending marriage of Simon Bertelet and Cecilia daughter of John Mot, raised an objection to 
them. The letter which survives pertaining to this case is from Master Martin de Hampton, 
commissary of Canterbury, and is dated 15th September 1292. Within the letter Master de 
Hampton wrote to those who were hearing the case informing them that Eleanor believed she 
had a prior contract with Simon.140 
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 Under the Fourth Lateran Council of 1215 the number of degrees were reduced and 
the rules of consanguinity were modified, which meant that any persons with an ancestor in 
common in the previous four generations were forbidden to marry – the ruling had previously 
been seven generations.141 Previously the rules of affinity had meant that anyone whose 
ancestors had married or had intercourse in the previous seven generations could not marry, 
yet this was also reduced to four generations under the Fourth Lateran Council.142 Under the 
new rules the impediment of affinity meant that a woman could not marry the widower of her 
sister through to the widoǁeƌ of heƌ sisteƌ͛s gƌeat-granddaughter.143 The issue of 
consanguinity and affinity will be looked at in more detail later in this chapter. Robert 
Grosseteste, Bishop of Lincoln, presented the rules on marriage from the Fourth Lateran 
Council in a schematic form, in order to make the reforms comprehensible and therefore 
aiding priests in their administration of the sacrament.144 His manual was entitled Templum Dei 
(The Temple of God), written between 1220 and 1230, and included illustrations to show the 
degrees of separation, in relation to consanguinity and affinity, which were allowed under the 
new Lateran legislation.145 The diagrams provided clarity so that priests could ensure there 
were no impediments which would prevent a couple from entering marriage. It was these 
diagrams and instructions which aided those in the ecclesiastical courts when they were faced 
with cases of consanguinity and affinity. As a strong ecclesiastical centre Canterbury regularly 
had contact with priests around the country, and it is certainly possible that Templum Dei and 
other similar work were in circulation here.  
 There was a case heard in Canterbury͛s ĐoŶsistoƌǇ Đouƌt iŶ 1293 alleging affinity 
between Alice Gyg and William le Thocchere, who lived in Birchington.146 Alice was a woman 
who was to marry William, however it was claimed that William had previously had sexual 
intercourse with a woman called Margery, a relation of Alice. The two women, Margery and 
Alice were said to be kinswomen as they were both descended from Gousilda, who married 
and became the grandmother of Margery, and being a widow married again and became the 
grandmother of Alice.147 Another case which was heard was that of Richard Brunyng and his 
wife Alice. Richard and his wife were accused of incest; although the documentation is dated 
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as 1294 the case alludes to a sentence from a previous court case in 1279.148 There is note 
within the documentation from Master John de Raveningeham who presided over the court 
sixteen years previously in 1279, which had ordered their marriage to be solemnised. The 
court heard that the couple had been married for sixteen years, and were accused of incest on 
the grounds that ‘iĐhaƌd͛s ŵotheƌ ǁas AliĐe͛s godŵotheƌ. The Đouple ǁere alleged to have 
been related due to spiritual affinity, although the commission found that the testimony of 
those against the marriage was defective and would not stand up in court, and they decreed 
that Richard and Alice should remain husband and wife.149 Another cases survives from 
Canterbury concerning John, son of Simon de Twyferde and Alice, widow of William the tanner 
who had been accused of consanguinity, although the degrees of alleged relationship is not 
known.150 Their case was judged by Richard de Clyve, commissary of Canterbury sede vacante, 
who heard the case 3rd June 1293.151 This case of consanguinity was held not to be true and so 
the parties were adjudged to be man and wife by the commissary.152  
 Cases concerning the validity of marital contracts were also dealt with by the Church 
courts in Canterbury. A case concerning a breach of promise between Cristina de Westgate, 
daughter of Alexander the farrier and John, son of Ralph ate Cherche occurs in the records for 
19th February 1293.153 Their case concerned a de futuro marriage contract and was heard 
before the commissary of Canterbury sede vacante. The court decided that the contract was 
valid and unbreakable, therefore the couple were instructed to join together as the Church 
recognised them as married. Another case, heard in the same year, touched on a marriage 
contract from the parish of St Alphege in Canterbury.154 The suit was between Ralph of 
Maidstone, clerk, and Mabel the daughter of Gilbert de Roff. The couple were alleged to have 
contracted a marriage in the house of Beatrice de Cruce. Mabel was trying to assert her 
marriage to Ralph, however Ralph had married another woman called Margery eleven years 
prior to the alleged contract with Mabel. In addition to this, both marriages were said to have 
ďeeŶ ĐoŶtƌaĐted ͚de ǀeilis pieeseuti͛ in an ale house. The depositions of two witnesses, Thomas 
and Albreda de Boffa, survive for this case.155 The court adjudged that it was Ralph and 
Margery who were married, and therefore they were told that they should not expect any 
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trouble from Mabel. This appears to be a typical example of case concerning a marriage 
contract; often it was a woman who alleged that she had a prior claim over a man, showing 
how seriously people took the promise of marriage. The promise of marriage was not, after all, 
one to be taken lightly; once vows had been exchanged a couple was expected to remain 
together, no matter the circumstances, until death.156  
 Legal treatises such as Bracton and Glanvill described what being married meant for 
women͛s status. Women had a limited public role and their position within society was 
restricted by the law.157 Glanvill indicates that once a woman married she effectively became a 
second class citizen; her husband gained control and she lost many of her property and 
individual rights.158 In the treatise it states ͚legallǇ a ǁoŵaŶ is ĐoŵpletelǇ iŶ the poǁeƌ of heƌ 
husband, it is not surprising that her dower and all her other property is deemed to be at his 
disposal.͛159 Within Bracton men and women are given classifications with regard to their sex, 
writiŶg that ͚ǁoŵeŶ diffeƌ fƌoŵ ŵeŶ iŶ ŵaŶǇ ƌespeĐts, foƌ theiƌ positioŶ is iŶfeƌioƌ to that of 
ŵeŶ͛.160  
 Similar ideas about female inferiority and subordination are evident within 
ecclesiastical texts from the period. Thomas Aquinas (d.1274) described hoǁ a ͚ǁoŵeŶ͛s 
ǁeakeƌ iŶtelligeŶĐe … affeĐted heƌ ŵoƌal ďehaǀiouƌ aŶd justified heƌ suďjeĐtioŶ to ŵeŶ͛, aŶd 
this suppoƌted the ďelief that a ǁife͛s ďehaǀiouƌ iŵpaĐted aŶd ƌefleĐted upoŶ heƌ husďaŶd.161 
The balance of power within the relationship was important; there had to be a balance 
ďetǁeeŶ ŵaƌital affeĐtioŶ, a ǁife͛s suďŵissiǀeŶess aŶd a husďaŶd controlling his 
assertiveness. A ǁife͛s ďehaǀiouƌ ƌefleĐted upoŶ heƌ husďaŶd aŶd ǁas iŶ tuƌŶ a ƌefleĐtioŶ 
upoŶ the Đouple͛s ƌelatioŶship; if a ǁife stepped out of line it was believed to be down to poor 
disĐipliŶe at hoŵe, theƌefoƌe heƌ husďaŶd ǁas at fault. As “aƌa Butleƌ ǁƌites ͚Both ĐoŵŵoŶ 
aŶd ĐaŶoŶ laǁ suppoƌted a husďaŶd͛s ƌight to disĐipliŶe his ǁife ǁith ƌeasoŶaďle aŶd 
ŵodeƌate degƌee of phǇsiĐal foƌĐe.͛162 Biblical texts, such as Ephesians 5:22, supported a 
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husďaŶd͛s ƌight to haǀe authoƌitǇ oǀeƌ his ǁife, aŶd theǇ also eŶĐouƌaged husďaŶds to 
physically discipline their wives. The courts, however, ͚were generally reluctant to intervene 
unless force was excessiǀe.͛163 CoŵŵoŶ laǁ suppoƌted a husďaŶd͛s ƌight to disĐipliŶe his ǁife, 
and society seldom saw violence as sufficient grounds for marital separation. While cruelty was 
a cause for separation and severe beatings of wives were subject to legal punishment, the 
Church courts upheld the ƌight foƌ a husďaŶd to stƌike a ǁife if theƌe ǁas fouŶd to ďe ͚just 
Đause͛.164 OŶĐe a ǁoŵaŶ ŵaƌƌied she ǁas ͚uŶdeƌ the ƌod aŶd iŶ the poǁeƌ of heƌ husďaŶd͛.165  
 The relationship between a medieval husband and wife was different to a modern 
married couple. Some marriages may have become companionate and mutually affectionate, 
but the idea of falling in love before marriage was not necessarily realistic. Most couples 
managed to stay together and evolve a working partnership; it was easier to survive by 
combining their different skills than for someone on their own. The Church advocated a loving 
relationship, one in which the couples could grow and nurture each other in order to foster 
and develop their family.166 Marriage brought a new status, ushered in new obligations and 
priǀileges, aŶd ƌeĐoŶfiguƌed ǁoŵeŶ͛s social and sexual roles.167 Church court records from 
Canterbury show that some couples were willing to defend their marriages in court, indicating 
that they wanted to remain together and perhaps is evidence of marital affection. A court case 
from 1294 featured a couple, Richard Brunyng and his wife Alice, defending their sixteen year 
marriage after being accused of being too closely related on grounds of spiritual affinity – 
‘iĐhaƌd͛s ŵotheƌ ǁas AliĐe͛s godŵotheƌ.168 The couple were willing to stand up in a court 
room and discuss their marriage in order to remain together. This demonstrates the 
expectation that a couple, once married, would remain together until death. Another court 
case in 1292 which perhaps shows marital affection, or indeed a deep respect for the person 
they saw as their partner exists.169 Within the case Joan de Ottorynden denied being married 
to Thomas Bolysee and instead defended her marriage to George, who she married after the 
alleged contract with Thomas.170 It could be argued that cases such as these do not necessarily 
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depict marital affection, but instead display respect to both the Church and the sacrament of 
marriage. But there were unions where love and companionship grew in a supportive 
atmosphere.  
 The Catholic Church sought strict control over the sexual lives and practices of the 
laity, and sex outside of marriage was expressly forbidden. The First Statutes of Salisbury 1217-
1219 included clauses relevant to marriage and sexual intercourse, with the ChuƌĐh͛s attitude 
towards sex being made clear in section thirty-five.171 EŶtitled ͚A ǁaƌŶiŶg ĐoŶĐeƌŶiŶg 
legitiŵate ŵaƌƌiage͛, it states how the ecclesiastical authorities have a position to remind the 
laitǇ that ͚all iŶteƌĐouƌse ďetǁeeŶ ŵaŶ aŶd ǁoŵaŶ, if Ŷot eǆĐused thƌough ŵaƌƌiage, is a 
ŵoƌtal siŶ͛.172 Clause eighty-two stated how marriage should be commended and is a state to 
aspire towards; this clause also demonstrated the importance of marriage for any children 
produced – ͚Foƌ oŶlǇ ĐhildƌeŶ ďoƌŶ of a legitiŵate ŵaƌƌiage aƌe Ŷot eǆĐluded fƌoŵ 
ecclesiastical and civil honours͛.173 Children born within marriage had more opportunities open 
to them within society, marriage was designed for the procreation of children, and it was felt 
they were being raised in a secure and stable environment. In the thirteenth century 
Alexander Stavensby, Bishop of Coventry and Lichfield, compiled a list of statutes, and included 
a tract entitled A Tract on [Hearing Confessions] (Quidam Tractus de Confessionibus), for 
distribution among parish priests within England.174 It is possible that this tract was in 
circulation in Canterbury, visiting priests may have brought it with them. This tract was written 
between 1224 and 1237, and was designed as a manual of instruction to guide parish priests in 
their daily duties and stressed the importance of psychological discernment in fitting the 
penance to the character of the sinner.175 Bishop “taǀeŶsďǇ pƌeseŶted the ChuƌĐh͛s staŶĐe oŶ 
the seriousness of the sin of adultery - ͚soŵeoŶe ǁho ĐoŶseŶts to foƌŶiĐatioŶ – whether man 
or woman – should ďe puŶished the saŵe as soŵeoŶe ĐoŵŵittiŶg [this] ŵoƌtal siŶ.͛176 Within 
the manual Bishop Stavensby gave questions which parish priests should ask single people at 
confession in order to establish their sexual morality. A visitation of the diocese of Canterbury 
1292-1294 indicates the double standard in penance and discrimination regarding social 
standing.177 Thomas de Marynes, knight, kept Eleanor de Elmstede and Agnes Soppestre in 
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adultery. He was also accused of ill-tƌeatiŶg his ǁife. The Đase states that it is ͚Ŷot seeŵlǇ͛ foƌ a 
knight to perform public penance, and Thomas was instead instructed to pay twenty marks to 
poor villeins of the district as his penance. On the other hand, Agnes was instructed to be 
whipped five times through the market place and a further five times around the church. 
Agnes had admitted to cohabiting with Thomas for nine years, although it had been over a 
year siŶĐe he had ͚last kŶoǁŶ heƌ͛, aŶd she had giǀeŶ ďiƌth tǁiĐe ǁith theiƌ ĐhildƌeŶ. Thoŵas 
and his wife were instructed to appear before the commissary on the feast of St Luke the 
Evangelist so that dissension which occurred between them can be considered.178 After 
Thoŵas͛s death iŶ ϭϯϬϱ, his ǁife, Maud, ƌeƋuested ĐustodǇ of heƌ late husďaŶd͛s teŶeŵeŶts iŶ 
Kent, which had been held in gavelkind, in order to support her three sons.179 While Thomas 
aŶd Maud͛s ŵaƌƌiage may not have been particularly happy children were produced, indicating 
that they were performing a primary function of society. 
 Other cases that were dealt with by the ecclesiastical courts in the province of 
Canterbury, if not necessarily in the city of Canterbury itself, indicate the fragile nature of 
ǁoŵeŶ͛s seǆual ƌeputatioŶs iŶ the eǇes of the ChuƌĐh. There is a case from the Canterbury 
Courts 1288-1294 in which Muriel de Dunham asked that John Burnoth be adjudged her 
husband and thus separated from his wife Joan, due to a pre-contract he had made with 
Muriel – it is not known who presided over the court as the seat of the Archbishop of 
Canterbury was vacant.180 Muriel stated that John had married her on 3rd February 1286. 
Muriel further stated that afteƌ ĐoŶtƌaĐtiŶg the ŵaƌƌiage the Đouple eŶgaged iŶ ͚seǆual 
iŶteƌĐouƌse͛ ďefoƌe he theŶ ŵaƌƌied JoaŶ; hoǁeǀeƌ the issue of adultery is raised when it 
became clear that the contract of marriage was made as long as Muriel behaved herself in the 
futuƌe ;͚si se ďeŶe haďeƌet iŶ futuƌuŵ͛), and according to John she had not done this.181 
Marriage contracts which were made on the condition of behaviour were surrounded with a 
degree of mistrust and mystery. It could be argued that it was not clear what behaviour John 
expected of Muriel, and therefore was she beholden to a standard which was unreachable? 
John makes an oath on 26th OĐtoďeƌ ϭϮϴϴ statiŶg that Muƌiel had ͚shaŵefullǇ Đoŵŵitted 
fornication or adultery with Alexander Grete and others after the time when her witnesses say 
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the ŵaƌƌiage ǁas ĐoŶtƌaĐted.͛182 This case took six years to pass through the courts before 
͚MaƌtiŶ, ĐoŵŵissaƌǇ of CaŶteƌďuƌǇ͛ adjudged that Muriel had proved her pre-contract and 
pƌoŶouŶĐed the ŵaƌƌiage ďetǁeeŶ JohŶ aŶd JoaŶ as ͚Ŷull aŶd ǀoid͛.183 In this sense an 
annulment had taken place – a judicial declaration that since one of the parties was already 
married then the ecclesiastical ceremony had not produced a marriage. A case from July 1293 
further demonstrates the importance of marriage for sexual relations. Sarah Melemeyns was 
summoned to appear before Richard de Clyve, accused of fornicating with Alan de Helles - 
Sarah claimed that Alan had contracted marriage with her.184 Richard ordered Sarah to cease 
caranalis copula with Alan until a decision had been made about the contract, and Alan was 
cited to appear before the court.185 The Church sought to uphold that sexual intercourse was 
preserved for married couples only, and thus they had to ascertain whether a couple was 
legally married. 
 Clandestine marriages were difficult for the Church to deal with during this period, and 
were another example of a type of marriage that deviated from ecclesiastical ideals. The term 
͚ĐlaŶdestiŶe ŵaƌƌiage͛ ĐaŶ ďe used to desĐƌiďe a ǀaƌietǇ of ŵaƌƌiages, iŶĐludiŶg a ŵaƌƌiage 
which cannot be proved to have taken place due to lack of evidence or witnesses, or a 
marriage which was contracted without an element of ecclesiastical ceremony – from the 
banns to the ceremony not being conducted at a church.186 The English councils and synods 
seem to mainly deal with four potential types of clandestine contract: 1. The exchange of 
present consent by two parties outside any ceremonial setting, possibly with few or no 
witnesses; 2. The contracting of marriages without the threefold announcement of the banns 
having preceded them; 3. The celebrating of marriage ceremonies in secret circumstances or 
locations; and 4. The celebrating of marriage ceremonies where the persons to be married are 
unknown.187 While the Church gave instruction on the correct way to get married in legislation 
from the Fourth Lateran Council, clandestine marriages were not invalid. There were issues 
with clandestine wedding as they were still technically marriages, although not solemnised by 
the Church. Within the marriage case of Richard Brunyng and his wife Alice who have been 
accused of being related by spiritual affinity, it states that in 1279 the presiding judge ordered 
Richard and his wife to have their marriage solemnised, as it had previously been a spiritual 
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union.188 Additional documentation for the 1279 case does not survive, although it 
demonstrates the Church trying to exercise control over marriage, and the importance of a 
union being seen as valid in the eyes of the ecclesiastical authorities. 
 Overall, marriage was an institution in which women were expected to participate. 
From an early age girls were groomed for married life; they were expected to fill the position 
in society of wives and, in time, mothers. Furthermore, within medieval society it was believed 
that ďeiŶg a ďƌide ǁas the apeǆ of a ǁoŵaŶ͛s life, aŶd it ǁas something to which all women 
aspired.189 Everyone was subject to the same ecclesiastical legislation and the same customary 
ceremonies were expected.190 Marriage within the province of Canterbury, and in the city of 
Canterbury, followed a similar pattern to the rest of the country. We have seen the courts 
exercising their control over marriage by hearing a variety of different cases concerning 
aspects of marriage. The importance of the banns was demonstrated through Eleanor de 
Roluindeene, who objected to an impending marriage as she believed she had a prior contract 
with the groom.191 Prior contracts were most common within the ecclesiastical courts, and it is 
easy to see why. The case of Muriel de Dunham versus John Burnoth and Joan his wife 
demonstrates that marriages could be contracted with conditions; it further showed the 
fragility of female reputations as Muriel was accused of committing adultery.192 The case of 
Cristina de Westgate, daughter of Alexander the farrier and John, son of Ralph ate Cherche 
concerning a breach of promise shows the nature of contracts, which could be complicated.193  
The public nature of marriage aimed to ensure the validity of marriage, often meaning issues 
of consanguinity and affinity were heard within courts. English medieval marriage was a 
sacrament and a contract, while being a means of producing legitimate children who were 
essential to the formation of dynasties and the orderly transition of properties through 
generations, and Canterbury was no exception.194 
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Chapter Two: Women and Property 
Most English towns were subject to both the apparatus of royal government and the rights of 
tenurial lordship, and Canterbury was no exception in the thirteenth century.195 The gendered 
structures which governed the lives of medieval women extended into all aspects of their lives 
– including their access to landed property. Within this chapter, rentals from Christ Church 
Cathedral Priory as well as charter evidence will be examined to develop a picture of the 
relationship which existed between women and property within Canterbury. Furthermore the 
various forms of tenure will be discussed, particularly in relation to gavelkind – a form of 
tenure prevalent within Kent during this period. The impact of marital status for female 
landholders will be looked at; did it haǀe aŶǇ ďeaƌiŶg oŶ a ǁoŵaŶ͛s ability to hold and 
administer property? This chapter will also explore the ways in which women are described 
within the records and compare their nomenclature with that employed for male landholders 
in the city. Their depiction may provide an insight into how those who wrote the documents 
perceived women. The amount of rent which tenants paid will be analysed on a variety of 
levels to determine whether there was a difference between men and women. The rentals will 
also be looked at to establish the ratio of men to women holding property, both within 
Canterbury and within individual parishes. This evidence will be examined in order to ascertain 
if there was continuity in rental prices for women throughout the thirteenth century, and if 
women continued to hold property within the town. Overall this chapter aims to draw a 
conclusion as to how prominent women were as landholders within Canterbury.   
 Medieval property rights have been discussed by historians in many different contexts 
due to the variety of ways in which land could be held during this period. The relationship 
between lords and their tenants, particularly those who rented from the aristocratic and 
knightly classes, was one of obligation; tenants were expected to pay rent and perform 
services in return for their land. Bruce Campbell has looked at the development of 
landholdings in England and their relationship with the agricultural economy from 1200 to 
1500, as well as the impact the developing land tenure and agricultural practices had on the 
urbanised areas and their reliance on the countryside to provide for their needs.196 
Furthermore, Campbell argues that controlling and owning land conferred power, wealth and 
prestige onto a person; holding land meant a position within society, yet was this position of 
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equal standing for both men and women when the patriarchal nature of society was taken into 
consideration?197 Female landholders are often thought of as powerful heiresses who inherited 
great estates, as women whose family connections put them in advantageous positions of 
wealth and social standing, but female landholding also occurred on a much smaller scale and 
in the lower echelons of society. There is often both a gender and a status difference between 
how tenants and their landlords are analysed in modern scholarship, with historians often 
overlooking women as though they are chattels of men. Yet there was also an element of 
equality between landholders, as they were often bound by the same forms of tenure. F. W. 
MaitlaŶd desĐƌiďed ǁoŵeŶ͛s paƌitǇ ǁith ŵeŶ: ͚The ǁoŵaŶ ĐaŶ hold laŶd, eǀeŶ ďǇ ŵilitaƌǇ 
tenure, can own chattels, make a will, make a contract, can sue and be sued.͛198 Maitland 
further argued that a female landholder was just as important as a male one, but we need to 
ask was this the case for all women, regardless of social standing?199 Property ownership and 
female landholders at the lower end of the social spectrum are often overlooked within the 
secondary literature, especially within urban contexts. Perhaps this oversight is due to the 
wealth of sources which are available for the higher classes, with records of aristocratic and 
knightly heiresses being more prevalent than for lowly urban widows. After all female 
heiresses were more likely to have documentation pertaining to their land, not just because of 
their status within society, but also their attractiveness as potential brides due to their 
inherited wealth.200  
 Ideas pertaining to women and their property rights during this period can be traced 
within contemporary legal treatises, like those known as Glanvill (1188) and Bracton (1210-
1268).201 Women had a limited public role due to their sex, and their position within society 
was restricted by the law. As noted in the previous chapter, once married a woman effectively 
became a second class citizen, since her new husband gained control of both his new wife and 
any assets which she brought with her into the marriage, and she lost many of her property 
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and individual rights.202 The treatise states that ͚legallǇ a ǁoŵaŶ is ĐoŵpletelǇ iŶ the poǁeƌ of 
her husband, it is not surprising that her dower and all her other property is deemed to be at 
his disposal.͛203 Glanvill indicates how women were effectively used as vessels by which 
property could be transferred between families, particularly as discussions pertaining to the 
transfer of land would often have occurred during marriage negotiations conducted by the 
couple͛s paƌeŶts. It is possiďle that the ďƌide heƌself would not have participated in the 
property negotiations, as the property under discussion would generally have been held by her 
father and thus she had little need to be involved. Similar ideas about women and property 
were expressed in Bracton, which noted hoǁ ͚eǀeƌǇthiŶg that is the ǁife͛s is the husďaŶd͛s͛, 
and this included any land which they may have inherited.204 Any land or property which a 
woman inherited was ultimately subject to one of the varying forms of tenure which existed 
during the thirteenth century. 
 There were a variety of different tenures in medieval Canterbury, and the first type to 
be discussed is gavelkind. Gavelkind, or socage tenure subjected to the custom of gavelkind, 
was a system of land tenure which was associated mainly with Kent.205 The custom of 
gavelkind had some peculiarities in comparison with other tenures. Those tenants who held 
their land in accordance with the customs of gavelkind were required to pay money rents, 
rather than holding their lands in return for service.206 Furthermore, tenants had more 
freedom and responsibilities with their land then those who held their land by military service; 
under gavelkind they were allowed to dispose of the land in their will, and they also had the 
possibility of granting part or all of their land as a fiefdom once they reached fifteen years of 
age.207 Under this system, as well, if a tenant was convicted of a felony by the courts the lands 
were not confiscated by the Crown, unlike other tenures which saw the tenant stripped of 
their assets.208 In cases of intestacy, the estate was divided equally amongst the sons or their 
representatives – usually their children or heirs.209 Women who were claiming property in their 
own right were given second preference under the terms of intestacy, although they were still 
eligible to inherit through representation – a husband could, in theory, represent his wife in 
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these circumstances. Gavelkind was primarily concerned with the ownership of the ground 
rather than any structures which were built upon the plot; a complexity arose when 
irremovable structures occupied the ground, like the great stone houses that were sometimes 
erected in the city by the richer inhabitants during the late thirteenth century – as no longer 
could the tenant dismantle the house and move elsewhere if they disposed of their ground 
plot.210 Charters often specified that land was held under a particular type of tenure, although 
as a prevailing custom within the county, land was often presumed to be held in this way and, 
therefore, it is not always noted upon surviving documentation.  
 Some properties within Canterbury were held under military tenure. Land which was 
held under military tenure was usually held in return for knight service to either the king or 
another lord. However, tenants who held their land by knight service were expected to pay 
relief and other incidents to either the king or the tenant-in-chief. These payments were 
intended to be paid when the lord was in need of aid, and circumstances for extracting aid 
included the knighting of the loƌd͛s eldest soŶ, the ransoming of the loƌd͛s peƌsoŶ aŶd the 
ŵaƌƌiage of the loƌd͛s eldest daughteƌ.211 Those who held their property by military tenure 
could not dictate who the land would be inherited by, and unlike those who held by gavelkind 
they could not dispose of their lands in their will. The eldest son of the deceased tenant could 
inherit property under military tenure, but he had to do homage to the lord, as well as pay a 
relief.212 Lands held by military tenure descended by primogeniture, which meant that the 
firstborn male child of the deceased inherited the parental property. Under primogeniture, the 
absence of a direct male line meant that all surviving daughters of the deceased inherited 
equally, creating co-heiƌesses. As eǆplaiŶed iŶ BƌaĐtoŶ, ͚Wheƌe oŶe fiƌst eŶgeŶdeƌs a daughter 
she may be called the nearer heir; if a male is born she ceases to be heir. Where a daughter is 
an only heir and other daughters are born, she will no longer be such by herself but with the 
otheƌs iŶ ĐoŵŵoŶ.͛213 For Bracton a male heir was more preferable to a female and this was 
also stated in the earlier writings of Glanvill, depicting how primogeniture and the dominance 
of patriarchy continued throughout the medieval period. For women in Canterbury this meant 
that their access to property was dependent upon men, and co-heiresses could expect a 
smaller inheritance than a male heir. 
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 Women also secured access to additional property in their widowhood, which was 
intended to provide for their maintenance in old age. Dower was a grant made by the husband 
from his possessions to provide for his wife should she survive him; it was given to a widow by 
right and her entitlement was usually declared at the church door during the wedding 
ceremony.214 A widow could claim dower regardless of whether the marriage had produced 
any children; it was considered that she had earned her dower by consummating the 
marriage.215 Widows whose dower came from land held under gavelkind tenure were entitled 
to receive half of theiƌ deĐeased husďaŶds͛ assets. Gavelkind also enabled a widow who had 
no children to inherit half the estate as a tenant, so long as she remained unmarried.216 In 
contrast to this, widows whose dower came from land held by military tenure were entitled to 
a doǁeƌ ǁoƌth ͚oŶe thiƌd͛ of theiƌ late husďaŶds͛ holdiŶgs foƌ the duration of their lives.217 
There was a slight shift in the definition of dower in the thirteenth century. Previously a 
woman took what was promised to her at the church - either a third of her husband͛s property 
or whatever the husband had nominated – however, women now had an option. If a widow 
did not approve of her nominated dower (provided it was a third or less of his property), she 
could instead opt to receive the common law third instead.218 The 1217 reissue of Magna Carta 
defined dower as a third of all land held by the husband, not just land which the husband had 
brought into the marriage.219 Although it came to be generally recognised that the dower 
should be a third of both land brought in to the marriage and land acquired during it, the main 
legal treatises of Glanvill and Bracton had restricted dower to a third of land at the time of 
marriage.220  
 There are examples of dower operating within Canterbury during the thirteenth 
ĐeŶtuƌǇ. A gƌaŶt ŵade ďǇ LettiĐe, ͚the late ǁife of Richard-the-ƌed͛, shoǁs a widow in 
possession of her dower.221 In the document she grants away her messuage, in the parish of St 
Geoƌge͛s, which she received as her dower, to the prior and convent of Canterbury 
Cathedral.222 This grant dates from the mid-thirteenth century. Another example of dower 
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within Canterbury is mentioned in a quitclaim from February 1299, whereby Agnes de Bestok 
ƌesigŶed heƌ ƌights to the ƌeĐtoƌ of “t Peteƌ͛s ChuƌĐh iŶ CaŶteƌďuƌǇ heƌ ƌight aŶd Đlaiŵ ďǇ 
dower to a messuage with houses on it in the parish of St Mary Northgate.223 In 1286 Helewise, 
widow of John Brun, butcher of Burgate, granted her dower to the priory of Canterbury 
Cathedral.224 The priory paid a gersum fine of five shillings for her dower tenement in the 
parish of St Mary Magdalene. It is interesting that widows granted away their dower rights. It 
suggests, that while widows could administer their property as individuals, they were not 
always in a position to maintain it. Under gavelkind tenure women had to relinquish their 
dower before they could remarry; perhaps these documents indicate women granting away 
their dower rights from their previous marriage so they could make a new marriage, although 
the documentation does not state that remarriage was the reason behind their decisions.225 
There are examples of women granting away their dower throughout Kent in the Pedes 
Finium. Aldeva, widow of Arnulf, quitclaimed her dower land for twenty shillings, indicating 
that women throughout the county were administering their property rights in their 
widowhood.226 
 Widows could often be placed in a less financially stable position than widowers. The 
courtesy of England meant that a widower could claim the seised lands of his deceased wife, 
so long as issue was born alive to the couple.227 Courtesy of England could also include any 
property which the woman inherited throughout the duration of the marriage. In some 
respects the courtesy of England resembled dower in that it gave the surviving spouse the 
lifetime use of inherited property from their marriage partner. In this respect the husband 
could continue to control his wife͛s property after her death. If the land which the widower 
was claiming was held under gavelkind he was only entitled to claim half if no issue had been 
produced from the marriage, and if he remarried the courtesy would cease.228 Men therefore 
had access to more land than their female counterparts, and were thus more financially 
secure. Widows were reduced to enjoying a third of their husďaŶd͛s original income and were 
in a vulnerable position. Hanawalt has argued that the courtesy of England was actually more 
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generous to the surviving husband, as he could control a larger proportion of property and, in 
turn, create a more substantial income than his wife.229  
 Widows could also face difficulties when trying to access their dower. The dower rights 
of women were continually protected under Magna Carta and in its subsequent reissues in 
1216, 1217 and 1225.230 In 1236, under the Statute of Merton, widows were to receive 
compensation for any delay which occurred in the handing over of the dower.231 In the latter 
part of the thirteenth century the entitlement of widows was once again protected by law, the 
First and Second Statutes of Westminster, suggesting that widows were continually battling to 
claim their rights.232 Henrietta Leyser has addressed this issue in her work on medieval women, 
highlightiŶg hoǁ a ǁidoǁ ͚still needed the co-opeƌatioŶ of the heiƌ͛ iŶ oƌdeƌ to Đlaiŵ heƌ 
dower, particularly as by claiming their dower the widow was reducing the heir͛s 
inheritance.233 There were a number of tactics used by heirs in order to keep their family 
estates and rightful inheritances in one piece – principally in cases where there was more than 
oŶe ǁidoǁ ĐlaiŵiŶg heƌ thiƌd of heƌ husďaŶd͛s estate.234 Heirs would claim anything to 
obstruct the claims of widows, from the marriage being invalid to delaying the legal process by 
demanding to view the property or failing to turn up to court; an heir͛s motivation was due to 
the fact he or she would be denied access to this portion of the property until the widow had 
died.235 It could be argued that the relationship a widow had with the heir, and the impact and 
influence she had on his or her life affected whether or not she received her dower. From 
c.1250, women also had access to land which had been settled jointly upon both the husband 
and his wife – this was later termed jointure. This medieval form of tenancy was sometimes 
seen as an alternative to dower, as the couple had joint tenancy over a parcel of land and they 
could enjoy the income from the land even after one of them had passed.236 R.M. Smith argues 
that jointure arose to counteract the possibility that a women would receive nothing in her 
widowhood; as previously if a wife had not been named in a life tenancy then in theory she 
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would have not been allowed anything in terms of the property upon widowhood, and jointure 
was designed elevate.237 It could be argued that jointure gave either a widow or a widower a 
further sense of financial security, after the death of a spouse, particularly for a widow as she 
could retain the entirety of the property rather than just a portion.  
 Women also had access to property through marriage portions, or maritagia, which 
they brought with them as part of the marital settlement. Indeed one could make a strong 
case for stating that an important function of a marriage was to transfer property, as marriage 
transactions meant that land could be amassed and heirs born.238 In a rental from 1230-1235 
William Blampeyn receives land in the parish of St Peter upon marrying the daughter of Robert 
Pucoc, showing land transfer upon marriage occurring in Canterbury during this period.239 
Marriage contracts and, indeed, terms of settlement could be agreed at an early age, 
particularly among the wealthier members of society. In these types of marriages, contracts 
between children sometimes included nominations which were made for a second or third 
choice of partner, in case one of the proposed spouses died; this was due to the high rate of 
infant mortality. It was customary at this time for a father to arrange the marital match.240 
However, in the twelfth century if a father died before arranging marriages for his children, the 
moral obligation to perform this task fell to the lord of the land, and by the thirteenth century 
this moral obligation also became a legal one.241 The lords could influence the marriages of 
those who held land from them, even if the father was alive, as their permission was needed 
for couples to marry.242 The maritagium, or marriage portion, was customarily passed from the 
bride's family to the couple, and it also served to provide for the widow. In practice, marriage 
portions of land were generally for the wealthier members of society. Claire de Trafford has 
highlighted that maritagia could be given to more than one daughter if the family had the 
financial means to do so.243 Women in Canterbury brought maritagia with them into their 
marriages, and this specific form of property came under the control of their husbands during 
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their lifetime. However, changes in English manorial courts from 1250 led to alterations in the 
way women functioned within land tribunals, affording women with clarification of their 
acceptance of land transfers during the course of the marriage.244 In the late thirteenth 
century some manorial courts had begun to adopt the practice of formal examination of wives 
to establish that the wife had agreed to either the sales or granting of land in which she and 
her husband had concurrent rights.245 An example of land being given as a marriage portion 
which is under the control of the husband can be found in a Christ Church Cathedral Priory 
rental of 1230-35 touching properties in the parish of St Peter.246 The rental refers to a moiety 
of laŶd theƌe ǁhiĐh oŶe Williaŵ BlaŵpeǇŶ had aĐƋuiƌed iŶ ŵaƌƌiage ǁith the ͚daughteƌ of 
Robert PuĐoĐ͛.247. It is interesting to note, however, that the woman is not given a first name in 
this rental, with a blank space appearing instead - she is simply referred to as the ͚daughteƌ of 
‘oďeƌt͛.248 In the same document there is another reference to William and the marriage 
portion, and again the woman is given no name, although this time she is referred to as 
͚[ďlaŶk] his ǁife͛.249 In Canterbury, as elsewhere in England, a widow was able to retain her 
marriage portion after the death of her husband.  There is an example of a widow controlling 
heƌ ŵaƌƌiage poƌtioŶ afteƌ heƌ husďaŶd͛s death ǁithiŶ the paƌish of “t MaƌǇ de Castƌo.250 Mary 
of Leǁes had a ƋuitĐlaiŵ ͚foƌ a teŶeŵeŶt iŶ “t MaƌǇ de Castƌo [CaŶteƌďuƌǇ] ǁhiĐh JohŶ of 
Aidisham, heƌ fatheƌ, gaǀe to heƌ iŶ fƌee ŵaƌƌiage͛.251 Overall, marital settlements had an 
impact upon property and land, and female involvement, as agents or vehicles for the transfer 
of rights within these transactions was vital. 
 There has been some debate as to whether or not women were better off under the 
governance of gavelkind or common law. Gavelkind meant that the tenants had freedom over 
their land, and therefore they could grant away land to whomever they wished – including 
women. Generally a system of primogeniture was active in which the eldest son was the sole 
inheritor, although under gavelkind the estate could be divided equally between the sons or 
their representatives, who could be female. Under this females could claim a share of the 
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inheritance, although they were given second preference to their male counterparts.252 Tenure 
by knight service did allow for circumstances in which, when there was no male heir, all 
daughters inherited equally creating co-heiresses. Evidence of co-heiresses exists in a quitclaim 
from Canterbury in June 1247.253 Wimarc, Lettice and Matilda were the daughters of Walter 
Eilmeri, who resigned their right to the land and rent just outside the walls of Canterbury, 
which came to theŵ oŶ theiƌ fatheƌ͛s death; theǇ had ďeeŶ ƌeŶtiŶg the laŶd fƌoŵ the pƌioƌǇ, 
and the priory paid fifteen shillings as a gersum fine.254 A widow who had not produced any 
children from the marriage was entitled to half of heƌ husďaŶd͛s estate, to hold foƌ the 
duration of her life as a tenant so long as she remained unmarried.255 Widows were entitled to 
hold a laƌgeƌ shaƌe of theiƌ dead husďaŶd͛s teŶeŵeŶts uŶdeƌ gaǀelkiŶd thaŶ theǇ ǁeƌe uŶdeƌ 
other forms of land tenure. Yet, under whichever system, common law or gavelkind, women 
were always inferior to their male counterparts and their economic circumstances and 
personal situations were dependent on their marital status as well as the existence of male 
heirs. 
 A ǁoŵaŶ͛s ŵaƌital status is ofteŶ shoǁŶ iŶ ƌeŶtal ƌeĐoƌds from Christ Church Priory in 
Canterbury Cathedral. The monks of Christ Church Priory let out a great deal of holdings in 
CaŶteƌďuƌǇ oŶ ǁhat Williaŵ UƌƌǇ desĐƌiďes as a ͚house-and-shop͛ ďasis.256 The ͚house-and-
shop͛ ďasis iŶ ǁhiĐh teŶaŶts ƌeŶted the property rather than the land, appears to be a less 
formal custom than a private arrangement between the tenant and the monks.257 It is possible 
that private arrangements did exist between the monks and their tenants, however due to the 
tradition of holding land by gavelkind tenure in Kent it can be assumed that many of the 
tenures would have followed this custom.258 
 The surviving rentals for Christ Church Cathedral Priory date from the beginning of the 
thirteenth century. During this period the twenty two parishes which existed within the walls 
of the city were irregular in both size and wealth, and this can make comparisons between 
parishes difficult. The parishes were: All Saints, Holy Cross Westgate, St Alphege, St Andrew, St 
Dunstan, St Edmund Ridingate, St George, St Helen, St John the Baptist, St Margaret, St Martin, 
St Mary Bredman, St Mary Bredin, St Mary de Castro, St Mary Magdalene, St Mary Northgate, 
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St Mary Queningate, St Michael Burgate, St Mildred, St Paul, St Peter, and St Sepulchre. 259The 
two most extensive rental surveys for the thirteenth century, the one from 1200 and one from 
1206, are transcribed iŶ Williaŵ UƌƌǇ͛s Canterbury under the Angevin Kings. The three main 
rentals which have been examined are from 1200, 1206 and 1230-1235. The rental which 
pertains to 1200 features nineteen out of a possible twenty two parishes –All Saints, Holy 
Cross Westgate, St Alphege, St Andrew, St Edmund Ridingate, St George, St Helen, St John the 
Baptist, St Margaret, St Mary Bredman, St Mary Bredin, St Mary de Castro, St Mary Magdalene, 
St Mary Northgate, St Michael Burgate, St Mildred, St Paul, St Peter, and St Sepulchre - quite 
an extensive survey.260 It is difficult to ascertain how many parishes were included in the rental 
of 1206, as a parish designation is not always given. Furthermore, the 1206 rental has a 
different format which means that the tenants are listed by when they pay their rent rather 
than by their parish; it is possible that the rental did include other parishes, as particularly in 
the later entries parish names disappear, or are omitted deliberately, indicating perhaps that 
they had not been recorded. The number of entries (669) would indicate that it was quite a 
thorough survey, although only thirteen named parishes are distinguishable: All Saints, St 
Alphege, St Andrew, St Edmund Ridingate, St George, St Margaret, St Mary Bredman, St Mary 
Magdalene, St Mary Northgate, St Mary Queningate, St Mildred, St Paul, and St Peter.261 A 
further rental held in the Cathedral Archives has been dated as covering the 1230-35 period; it 
relates to only a small section of the priory holdings within the town and has a total of a 
hundred entries.262 The 1230-1235 rental consists of a number of folios stitched together to 
form a roll at a later date. It only relates to seven parishes in the city; those of All Saints, St 
Alphege, St Andrew, Holy Cross Westgate, St Mary Bredman, St Mary Magdalene, and St 
Peter.263 
 There are a variety of problems to overcome when interpreting the rentals. Some of 
these rentals have names of tenants which have been crossed out. This could, perhaps, 
indicate the transfer of property due to a death or by mutual agreement. The rental which 
covers 1230-35 from Christ Church PƌioƌǇ also has liŶes dƌaǁŶ fƌoŵ oŶe teŶaŶt͛s pƌopeƌtǇ to 
another, which would suggest that one tenant was taking over another tenant͛s property and 
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therefore the land was being parcelled up.264 Annotations and different handwriting would 
also indicate that perhaps documents were used for long term reasons, like those in the 1230-
35 rental, suggesting that the priory used them not just for rents, but for tracking who was 
residing in a property before the next rental was drawn up.265 When names have been crossed 
out, it could suggest a tenant had died; in the case of widows, or even women who have not 
been given a status designation, there is the possibility that they had married and as such were 
no longer residing in the property. In addition to this, any woman who did remarry may have 
found her dower property had reverted to her deceased husband͛s heirs, as was the custom of 
the time, or if they had previously been single then the property may have formed part of the 
maritagium and been given to the couple, usually by the ďƌide͛s fatheƌ oƌ heƌ paƌeŶts. If a 
woman had brought property into the marriage, then it is highly likely that it would be 
ƌeĐoƌded iŶ the husďaŶd͛s Ŷaŵe iŶ futuƌe doĐuŵeŶts, due to the legal Đustoŵs aŶd pƌaĐtiĐes 
of the time.266  
 There is a surprising prevalence of female property holders within Canterbury 
throughout the early thirteenth century.  In the rental of 1200, covering nineteen parishes, 
there are only forty entries where the land is held by women or a female monastic institution. 
Eleven of the forty entries concern female tenants who were renting multiple properties from 
the priory – three individual women and the nuns of St Sepulchre. Yet, it is quite remarkable 
that some women held multiple properties, particularly as their status is not always clear. In 
the parish of St Margaret, four women held five plots of land from the cathedral priory, with a 
combined total rent of six shillings and eleven pence in the records for 1200.267 An absence of 
women in some parishes is also apparent from the three rentals.268 Unlike the 1200 rental the 
one pertaining to 1206 features 106 entries which pertain to women, a stark comparison to 
forty in the 1200 rental, and this includes several women who held more than one property – 
eighteen women and the nuns of St Sepulchre.269 The rental which relates to the period 1230-
1235 is unfortunately incomplete, and there is a distinct lack of female property holders within 
it. Out of the one hundred entries only eleven pertain to women (just over ten per cent) and 
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only one of these women is described as a widow – Camila, the widow of Geoffrey, who held 
property in the parish of Holy Cross, paying thirty one pence in rent a year.270 It is interesting 
that only one woman is specifically described as a widow; perhaps the scribes were not 
concerned with recording marital status. Within other urban centres female property holders 
did exist, although many of these were widows, with some choosing to rent out their 
properties as a means of income.271 Goldberg conducted research on urban female-headed 
households using the poll tax evidence of 1377, with 145 of the 752 houses in York having a 
female head – nineteen per cent.272 However, in other records for the same tax in 
Northampton, just twenty-one (or eight per cent) of the 263 households included in the 
assessment were headed by women in that urban centre.273 Female-headed households within 
urban society were not the norm, and this continued to be the case in other parts of the 
country throughout the medieval period. While there is an unexpected prevalence of female 
property holders in Canterbury, women still formed a minority of landholders, thanks, 
perhaps, to the favourable inheritance customs surrounding gavelkind. 
 Female property holders in Canterbury were not restricted to those in their 
widowhood, with women holding property at all stages of the life cycle. There are differences 
between how different widows were described in the Christ Church Cathedral Priory rentals; 
some were simply referred to as ďeiŶg the ͚ǁidoǁ of͛ aŶd theŶ theiƌ husďaŶd͛s name was 
given, while others were given a first name. Also, some widows were given both a first name 
and reference to their husband, as shown by the example of Milisent, widow of Richard 
Loremier (Milisent (relicta Ricardi loremier)) in the 1206 rental pertaining to the parish of St 
George.274 Perhaps this indicated their position within the social hierarchy, those who were of 
a higher standing or recognised within the community as they were given the privilege of a 
fiƌst Ŷaŵe. The desigŶatioŶ of ǁoŵeŶ as ͚daughteƌs͛ oƌ ͚sisteƌs͛ is Ŷot ŶeĐessaƌilǇ a reflection 
of their true marital status; we cannot presume this meant that they were not married. The 
same can also be said for those women who are described as widows, over the three rentals a 
total of fifty-eight women are given the designation of widow. It is possible that older women 
could have received this designation under the assumption that they had been married. 
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Women who received a designation which would suggest they were single may have been 
married, and their title on the rental could indicate from where they had inherited property – 
if they are described as a daughter perhaps the property was the ǁoŵaŶ͛s fathers. Female 
property holdeƌs ǁhose ƌeŶt ǁas of a ŵiŶiŵal aŵouŶt, like ͚CeĐilia, daughteƌ of Baƌtholoŵeǁ͛ 
who paid one pence annually for her property in 1200, could quite possibly be young, single, 
urban women, who had inherited from their fathers.275   
 The amount of rent which female property holders paid varied from parish to parish. 
In the 1230-35 rental the rent payments range from four pence up to seventy-seven pence; 
the lower of these two figures is from the parish of St Peter for a woman who was unusually 
identified as a wife, while the higher figure came from the parish of St Mary Bredman. In the 
earlier rental from 1200 the lowest rental figure noted was for one pence from the parish of St 
Margaret, but there was a widow from St Mary Magdalene who was charged 164 pence, or 
thirteen shillings and nine pence, a year for her property.276. The widow mentioned above was 
the ǁidoǁ of JohŶ the aldeƌŵaŶ, aŶd iŶĐideŶtallǇ PauliŶe ;͚Paulina relicta Johannis 
aldeƌŵaŶŶi͛ ) was the only female property holder within her parish of St Mary Magdalene for 
the 1200 rental; John the alderman was one of the most important officials in Canterbury, and 
therefore he had probably been one of the wealthiest inhabitants.277 The male property 
holders within this parish paid similar rents to the priory for their property, and this is, 
perhaps, indicative of a wealthy parish.278 For 1200 the most common total rental payment 
amount was of twenty-four pence, although payment varied and some women paid in 
instalments at different religious festivals. 279 The common rent amount for the 1230-35 rental 
would be eighteen pence, although this was only paid by two women with the others paying 
below or above this amount.280 However, the rental pertaining to 1206 indicates that the most 
common rental amount was six pence, with sixteen women paying this amount, although 
twelve pence also appears to be a popular amount with fifteen women contracted to this 
annual rent.281 Male property holders within Canterbury also paid varying amounts for their 
property, with men in the 1230-35 rental paying annual amounts ranging from two pence to 
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408 and a half pence.282 In the rental for 1200 the rents range from two pence per annum to 
240 pence (20 shillings), while for 1206 the lowest rental amount stays the same at two pence 
and at the other end of the spectrum the maximum amount decreases to 120 pence.283 It 
seems that each property was different and there was no common rent amount which could 
be applied to either male or female property holders within Canterbury. Female property 
holders paid varying amounts of rent throughout the thirteenth century, and this was not 
dependent upon their marital status. Generally women were more likely to pay lower rents 
than men, this perhaps indicates their limited access to property and resources as women. In 
other areas, women did have access to property in their own right, although it could be 
suggested this was more likely when women had the opportunity to provide their own income 
in order to pay the rent for such properties.  
 In the Christ Church Priory rental from 1200 we can see how some of the parishes 
listed do not appear to have had any female tenants.284 It is possible that those parishes that 
did not feature female-headed households were perhaps areas where there was more wealth, 
and therefore some women may not have been able to afford rent in these parishes. The 
parish of St Mary Northgate has eleven entries for women, with nine women designated as 
ǁidoǁs aŶd tǁo as ͚sisteƌs of͛ aŶd oŶe pƌopeƌtǇ ƌeŶted to the ŶuŶs of “t “epulchre. The 1200 
rental varies in its terminology for widows, and in St Mary Northgate seven were described as 
relictae and two are described as uidua; while the terms can be used interchangeably, there is 
the possibility that some of the women described as uiduae are indeed separated from their 
husbands rather than widows.285 In the parish of St Alphege there were only four entries for 
women, including the only married woman mentioned in this particular rental – ͚FeƌaŵiŶ aŶd 
ǁife, daughteƌ of Hugh Flagaƌd͛.286 The other properties within St Alphege were rented by the 
nuns of St Sepulchre aŶd ͚the heiƌs of AliĐe͛, suggestiŶg that peƌhaps AliĐe had ƌeĐeŶtlǇ died.287 
It is also interesting that the only stated married woman on the 1200 rental was simply 
ƌefeƌƌed to as ͚ǁife͛, aŶd it Đould provide evidence of jointure occurring within Canterbury as 
both husband and wife were said to hold the property.288 In the parishes of St Andrew, St 
George, St Mary Magdalene, St Paul, St Peter and St Sepulchre only one female property 
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holder was present in each parish. A female property holder appears in the parish of St Peter 
aŶd she is siŵplǇ ƌefeƌƌed to as ͚CƌistiŶa͛ ǁith Ŷo iŶdiĐatioŶ of a ŵaƌital status, although heƌ 
rental price of thirty-six pence annually would suggest that she was in the upper levels of 
society and had inherited her property.289 Ten female property holders were present in St 
Mildƌed͛s, ǁith six of them described as widows, and two single women Liuiua, the 
granddaughter of Gerald, and Cristina. The final property, however, in St Mildƌed͛s ǁas held by 
William son of Winedel, and Liueua, suggesting that they held the property together and were 
just possibly married – although Ŷo Đleaƌ desigŶatioŶ is giǀeŶ. IŶ “t Maƌgaƌet͛s there were five 
female property holders, three of whom are widows and two who were given links to other 
family relations – a sister and a daughter. In the final parish which had female property 
holders, St Mary Bredman, there was a widow who held two properties and two women who 
appear to hold the same property Drifa and Godiuea; perhaps Drifa and Godiuea were sisters 
who occupied the same property because they had never married.290 Of the nineteen parishes 
documented only eleven had female property holders, and even then they appear to be in the 
minority. Few of the women within this rental seem to have an occupation attached to them, 
foƌ eǆaŵple ͚daughteƌ of HeŶƌǇ the goldsŵith͛, suggestiŶg that ǁoŵeŶ ǁeƌe siŵplǇ kŶoǁŶ ďǇ 
the marital status rather than an occupation.291 
 From the rental records for the priory, it is apparent that men rented more property 
from the Cathedral than their female counter parts. There appears to have been an increase in 
females renting land from the cathedral priory between 1200 and 1206, although they did 
continue to form a smaller proportion of the property holders.292 The patriarchal system of 
society would account for a difference between the genders; women were not expected to 
hold property in their own names throughout the life cycle. At marriage, property would be 
passed to a husband and in widowhood women held their dower lands; but this property was 
never truly theirs to do with as they pleased, widows had to take into account the heir and his 
or her rights over the land after the widow had died. The price of rents for female property 
holders varied and appears to have had little relation to their marital status. The naming 
practices applied to men were also different to that of women; men were often described by 
their connection with a relative. They were also always given a first name, showing a level of 
respect for their gender. It was possible for both genders throughout the rentals to hold 
multiple properties at once and this was not dependent upon marital status – made clear 
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through various widows in all three rentals holding more than one property from Christ Church 
Priory at a time.293  
 In the eyes of both the common law and local custom a woman who was married was 
restricted with regard to ǁhat she Đould do ǁith heƌ oǁŶ pƌopeƌtǇ ǁithout heƌ husďaŶd͛s 
ĐoŶseŶt. IŶ the saŵe ƌespeĐt heƌ husďaŶd Đould Ŷot sell, paǁŶ, eǆĐhaŶge oƌ tƌaŶsfeƌ his ǁife͛s 
property without her coŶseŶt. The ǁife͛s pƌopeƌtǇ ǁas ďelieǀed to be any assets which she 
had brought into the marriage, assets which she had inherited in the duration of her marriage 
or the dower which had been promised to her by her husband at the church door.294 There is 
evidence within Canterbury of a married woman granting permission for her husband to deal 
in property matters on her behalf. In or around 1200, a grant was made in perpetual alms by 
Robert, son of Robert, to CaŶteƌďuƌǇ Cathedƌal ͚ǁith ĐoŶseŶt of his ǁife aŶd soŶ͛ of fouƌ shops 
in Canterbury next to the house of Terric the goldsmith, oŶe of the ĐitǇ͛ leadiŶg fiŶaŶĐieƌs.295 It 
is interesting that although ‘oďeƌt͛s Đhaƌteƌ ƌeĐoƌded the ĐoŶseŶt of his ǁife, she ǁas not 
named in the document but was ƌefeƌƌed to as ͚uxoris͛.296  Research by Kim Philips has shown 
that some deeds from this period start 'in my free power and virginity' (in mea libera potestate 
et virginitate) or 'in my pure widowhood'.297 A quitclaim made by the widow Dionisia in or 
around 1220 to Alexander of Gloucester, whereby she resigned her rights to freebench in her 
dead husbaŶd͛s house aŶd laŶd iŶ CaŶteƌďuƌǇ, desĐƌiďed heƌ as Dionisia relicta Henrici le 
Wode.298 Charters from St AugustiŶe͛s AďďeǇ also ŵeŶtioŶ women who were given other 
designations in documents that concerned their control over property. A charter from around 
1221 to 1222 was from Muriel, daughter of Wlwini regarding a parcel of land in the parish of St 
Mary Magdalene.299 In this charter the language makes clear that it was Muriel who held the 
land, although she was granting it away to the abbey, and therefore she was conducting 
business on her own behalf. Further evidence of a woman acting independently can be found 
in the Curia Regis Rolls. In Michaelmas 1211 there is record of an Emma de Ludesdein versus 
William Chaplain regarding a messuage in Canterbury, however one of them fails to turn up to 
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court and a day is given for the judgement to be heard during the octave of St Martins.300 It is 
interesting to note that Emma is given no marital status, and it is possible she was a single 
woman, showing that women were able to deal with issues of property at all stages in their life 
cycle. Women in thirteenth-century Canterbury were able to and indeed did have control of 
their property and conducted transactions concerning it. 
 At a non-aristocratic level it was the growth and development of the common law 
during the thirteenth century that pioneered the definition of female property rights in land, 
and worked alongside local customs.301 Female property rights were continually protected by 
the law as women were seen to be the weaker sex and as such needed to ensure that their 
legal entitlements were made apparent to the population. Women within Canterbury held 
land at all stages of their lifecycle; we have seen daughters, wives and widows all holding land 
in the rentals from 1200-1235. It is rare within the records for a woman to be described as 
holding land jointly with her husband. In the rental from 1200 the only record concerned 
͚FeƌaŵiŶ aŶd ǁife, daughteƌ of Hugh Flagaƌd͛; perhaps this was land which FeƌaŵiŶ͛s ǁife had 
brought to her husband upon marriage.302 Few women are described as wives, a much greater 
number were described as widows, with many instead being given other designations – 
although this does not necessarily mean that the women mentioned were not married. 
Women as property holders were vitally important as it was often through them that lands and 
tenements were transferred. Land could be passed through marriages and through 
inheritance, but land or property granted in terms of dower was more likely to have an impact 
oŶ a ǁoŵaŶ͛s life iŶ ǁidoǁhood; it ǁas thƌough doǁeƌ laŶd that ǁoŵeŶ ǁeƌe aďle to foƌge aŶ 
income for themselves and had a place to live. Female-headed households did exist in 
Canterbury, but there were fewer of them than male-headed ones – a pattern which 
continued throughout medieval England.  
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Chapter Three: Women and Work 
 Many townspeople derived the majority of their income from trade and manufacturing 
crafts, and there were a variety of occupations within Canterbury during the thirteenth 
century. The trades and crafts practiced within the town were generally male dominated, and 
the balance between these crafts was often dependent upon several factors, including local 
demand, the supply of raw materials, as well as the potential for distributing and selling the 
goods to a wider audience.303 Within this chapter the place of women within society will be 
explored with regard to their interaction with trade and occupations. Evidence from a variety 
of sources will be drawn upon to depict the work in which women were involved, both in a 
domestic setting and beyond the home. The rental records of Christ Church Cathedral Priory 
will be analysed to see if the occupational surnames used to describe individual women can 
offer insights into the work they might have been conducting. Furthermore, a selection of 
documents, including grants and quitclaims, will be examined to provide further evidence as to 
the trades which were operating within Canterbury and the possible nature of female 
involvement in them. Overall this chapter is designed to offer a picture of the role women 
played within the economic life of the city. 
 Canterbury was a town with a significant population and a variety of active trades, 
which the community relied upon. In the early part of the thirteenth century, Canterbury 
housed roughly 200 shops, as well as a small, yet wealthy, Jewish community who were active 
as money lenders throughout Kent.304 The Jewish community are exclusively identified with 
finance, with even the monks of Christ Church borrowing money from them in 1226-1227.305 
Other wealthy citizens were engaged as moneyers in one of the eight royal mints, while others 
worked as goldsmiths. Other craftsmen operated within the town, with carpenters and 
painters appearing in the rental records. Furthermore, there were craftsmen who were 
ǁoƌkiŶg ǁithiŶ the toǁŶ͛s Đloth industry; although not as numerous as those in Winchester or 
York, Canterbury was still able to secure a monopoly over manufacturing within a four mile 
radius.306 Weavers and tailors can be identified, while there is also evidence of mercers, who 
were dealers within the textile industry.307 Additional trades relevant to the manufacturing of 
goods, such as tanners near the river, glovers, saddlers and those who represented the 
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footwear trade can also be found operating in the city.308 Bakers and butchers are featured 
within the records, and the appearance of markets both within and outside the city walls 
indicates a variety of victuallers who were trading during this time.309 A market at Queningate 
had been established since 762, a wine market was held in Wincheap and a fish market lying 
west of St Andrews Church was present during the thirteenth century, providing a thriving 
environment where victualling business might be conducted.310 Victualling trades within the 
town helped cater to not only the local population, but also to the pilgrims. The monks of 
Christ Church Priory employed servants and cooks, as well as having its own brew house staff. 
They also had staff for their stable yard and they had a vineyard – although by 1200 the 
vineyard was possibly no longer under cultivation, as the winepress was no longer on site.311 
Canterbury was a place of diverse trades, providing opportunities for employment and a 
chance to earn money which was vital, in order to support local households. 
 The establishment of any household primarily began with the joining of two people 
within marriage.312 Marriage was seen as a vital part of society, and the Statutes of Salisbury 
(1217-1219) noted its importance - ͚it appeaƌs that iŶ this life the ŵost desiƌaďle, good aŶd 
pƌiǀileged thiŶg is ŵaƌƌiage.͛313 It has been suggested by Wilkinson, that endogamy was 
practiced in urban communities during this period; endogamy is a practice in which people 
marry within a specific class or social group.314 There were certainly advantages to this, as it 
meant that families developed existing expertise in a specialised craft as typically daughters 
assisted their fathers. There may have been cases of women marrying those of different 
trades, yet still maintaining similar class, and this enabled skills to be transferred. However, 
evidence for this is extremely difficult to find, as within the Canterbury records women were 
identified generally by their relationship to their husband, for example Godelief, widow of 
Salomon the merchant, or father, for example Felicia and Hagenild, the daughters of William 
Textor.315 Trying to trace a woman from her life as an unmarried woman through to her 
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marriage is difficult, and evidence of endogamy or trades marrying within themselves can be 
hard to discover. However, in Canterbury there is evidence of intermarriage amongst the elite. 
A goldsmith called Roger of Sheppey married Alice, the daughter of Marnier the rich; Marnier 
was bailiff in the city and Urry describes him as being a moneyer as well.316 Through this 
marriage Roger and Alice married a partner of similar social status; they were following the 
practice of endogamy and for their families this ensured that they were evenly matched in 
terms of wealth and social standing. In Lincoln endogamy was practiced among the urban elite, 
with Mary the daughter of Godwin the rich marrying Thomas fitzWilliam of Paris, a bailiff, in 
1212.317 The influence of parents on their children when considering a marriage partner cannot 
be discounted, yet as Goldberg notes urban women may have had greater freedom of choice 
over their marriage partner, as through paid employment they had the ability to make more 
mature decisions.318 Marriage was an important and necessary stage of forming a household, 
and it was through these formations that a household economy could be established. 
 Once a household unit had been formed through marriage, medieval society had clear 
ideas about the roles which men and women should conventionally occupy. Furthermore, 
these ideas extended to the household economy, and the division of labour by gender. The 
household economy is one to which both men and women contributed in order to ensure an 
income to support their family.319 Hanawalt has argued that the contributions of both husband 
aŶd ǁife ǁeƌe of ŵajoƌ iŵpoƌtaŶĐe to the household uŶit, Ǉet the husďaŶd͛s ƌole ǁas giǀeŶ a 
higher economic status.320 The husband was seen as the primary earner, and had an 
established trade with which to support his family. There was a gender specific division of 
labour, and primarily women were expected to run the household. The female domain was 
perceived to be placed within a domestic setting.321 The contribution of a wife towards her 
household economy was one of fluctuation; she could not necessarily be expected to go out 
and earn a steady wage while she was with child, or had young children to look after. 
However, by performing domestic chores, raising children, and running a household women 
were working, albeit without a wage. Domestic chores gave women transferable skills, and 
many would have picked up work which they could do within the home, supplementing their 
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faŵilǇ͛s income.322 Yet, women could exploit and transfer their skills from the domestic 
household economy into a more public sphere.  
 Within society there were lots of expectations as to the roles which women were 
expected to occupy in the household. Alongside running their own households, being wives 
and mothers, wives were often involved in assisting their husbands with their trades. Women 
usually had other skills which they could use to generate an income, although this was not 
necessarily steady. They were attracted to spinning as a profitable type of by-work: work that 
could be taken up and put down in the interstices of such daily chores as minding children, 
cooking and tending animals.323 In addition to this women͛s liǀes ǁeƌe iŶfluenced by the 
traditional and biblical ideas of the roles which they should fulfil. Traditional ideas around 
women as nurturers of the family and carers led to employment as nurses and midwives.324 
Biblical ideas centred on women emulating Mary, being mothers and serving their husbands, 
concepts which had been incorporated into the patriarchal structure of society. Women were 
primary care-givers, attending to physical and emotional needs of their relatives. As McIntosh 
ǁƌites ͚theǇ ĐoŶtƌiďuted to a positiǀe social environment and enabled men to pursue work 
outside the hoŵe.͛325 Nurturing roles could extend outside of the family home. Canterbury was 
a centre of religious pilgrimage and therefore there was the possibility of providing pilgrims 
with accommodation. A papal indulgence from 1363 indicates that Eastbridge Hospital catered 
for the poor, pilgrims coming into Canterbury and provided accommodation for lying-in 
women; there were only twelve permanent beds within the hospital, and these were to be 
attended by an honest woman over the age of forty.326 As well as this, women had essential 
economic duties in the domestic setting of providing their family with food and drink; this 
meant that they had to interact with the market economy, and effectively intertwined the 
household economy with the market economy.327 Women were essential contributors within 
both the household and the household economy, and the role which they played is also 
evident within medieval literature. 
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 In the absence of literary material from CanteƌďuƌǇ foƌ ǁoŵeŶ͛s ǁoƌk, ǁe ĐaŶ tuƌŶ to 
conduct literature produced elsewhere for information about the roles women were expected 
to occupy in urban settings. Liteƌatuƌe peƌtaiŶiŶg to ŵedieǀal ǁoŵeŶ͛s ǁoƌk is sĐaƌĐe foƌ this 
period, although medieval conduct literature does provide an insight into the roles which 
women were expected to occupy. How the Good Wife Taught Her Daughter is believed to have 
been written in the fifteenth century, however there were many versions of this text in 
circulation with some dating back to the early fourteenth century.328 It is one of the few 
conduct poems which pertains directly to women.329 The male-authored text gives guidance to 
women as to how they should behave, morals which they should uphold and proverbial advice; 
it is useful as it indicates the roles and behaviour which women were expected to occupy 
throughout their lives. The text describes how a woman should wisely govern her house and 
heƌ seƌǀaŶts, ǁhile she heƌself should also ͚ǁoƌk a houseǁife͛s paƌt͛ ͚foƌ ŵaŶǇ haŶds and folk 
ŵake a heaǀǇ task light͛.330 The patriarchal nature of society often meant that women were 
supposed to be subservient, and this is also evident through the manual which was written in 
about 1393 instructing a young wife. The Goodman of Paris was written by a Paris merchant 
for his much younger bride, and it contained his ideals on married life, as well as a few recipes; 
ǁithiŶ the teǆt it is ǁƌitteŶ ͚Ǉou shall ďe huŵďle aŶd oďedieŶt toǁaƌds hiŵ that shall ďe Ǉouƌ 
husďaŶd͛, aŶ iŶdiĐatioŶ of the uŶiversal patriarchy which was engrained within society.331 
While the text itself is not English, it does show the expectations that a husband placed upon 
his wife, and impresses the need for a woman to keep a clean and tidy house. Although 
written after the thirteenth century, these pieces of literature provide an insight into how 
women were expected to behave within society and the roles which they should occupy.  
 Women occupied roles in both industry and the household, and showing their ability 
to accommodate the needs of their family. In their domestic roles, women were consumers of 
goods, but as workers they could be involved in all stages of production. A merchant woman 
might have assisted her husband by selling the goods in the shop, but she might also have spun 
wool as a way of supplementing income. It is possible that female relations assisted their 
husbands or fathers with trades or occupations, but evidence for this is hard to find in 
Canterbury. Felicia, daughter of William the weaver, may have assisted her father weaving, or 
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she may have cleaned the workshop but there is no evidence to support this.332Jobs which 
could be put down and picked up again, such as spinning or carding wool, were ideal for a 
mother, as they enabled her to contribute to the household economy, while looking after her 
home and family. Laundry was an extension of a womaŶ͛s doŵestiĐ duties, aŶd is soŵethiŶg 
which she could have fitted around her family life – possibly a reason why Mabel the laundress 
took up this position in Canterbury.333 WomeŶ͛s ǁoƌk ǁas Ŷotaďle foƌ its loǁ status, loǁ paǇ, 
its standing as an accessory to male labour and the varied nature of the tasks they 
performed.334 A wife had to understaŶd heƌ husďaŶd͛s joď aŶd ŵight ďe eǆpeĐted to take his 
place when he was absent, although there was a change of emphasis depending on social level 
and location.335 Industries in the home, such as the production of textiles and production or 
sale of food and drink were all possibilities to supplement their income, and women could 
follow two or three by-industries of this sort – whereas men usually remained with one 
craft.336 Women were multitasking, incorporating domestic duties with providing financial 
support to their family – through a variety of means, including taking up or assisting in a trade, 
like Mabel the laundress.337 
 The merchant guild and the craft guild both played an important part in the running of 
the local economy in Canterbury. Membership was much sought after as it conferred on a 
person the right to trade within the town and excluded others from doing so. Generally 
membership of a franchise or guild brought a person a license to retail, while many urban 
authorities also operated a system of additional regular fines and payments to trade within 
their jurisdiction.338 Those who were forced to make payments were usually those who did not 
have the freedom of the city - generally women – and this signifies a less privileged position 
than their male trading counterparts.339 Evidence for guilds within the town for this period are 
sparse; however, the Domesday Book mentions two guilds, one of burgesses and one of 
priests, existing at the time of its writing in 1086 and, although not much is known about them, 
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the text notes the considerable possessions of each guild.340 Trade guilds were designed to 
protect the economic interests of their members, as well as regulating hours, prices and 
wages.341 Moreover, trade guilds established minimum standards in an attempt to ensure and 
maintain a level of craftsmanship within their trade; this was achieved by the inspection of 
goods and through apprenticeships, making sure that those who wished to learn were highly 
trained before they could be recognised as masters.342 A merchant guild appears to have 
existed in Canterbury, although it is last mentioned in surviving documentation from the 1167 
rental as the gilda mercatorum.343 Within the 1200 rental there is mention of an early craft 
guild, as a holding is said to be next to ground called terra smithchilde.344 Guilds did exist 
within Canterbury, yet evidence for them is rare during this period. 
 Freemen within a city enjoyed the right to trade and own property in the city, and the 
lists for Canterbury reveal that a man could gain access to this privilege by marrying the 
daughter of a freeman. From 1298 to 1312, sixty-nine of the 326 ŵeŶ Ŷaŵed oŶ the FƌeeŵeŶ͛s 
list had become freemen through marriage to a daughter of an existing freemen.345 Those who 
qualified by marriage or birth paid a fixed fee of eleven-and-a-half pence, and had to find two 
sponsors to support their application to become a freeman. However, the note section of the 
roll for the 31st year of Edward I͛s ƌeigŶ (1302-1303) shows that one of the men admitted 
through marriage did so through marrying a freewoman.346 William Gobayre, clerk, was 
admitted through his marriage to Helewissa Woggehope (freewoman), indicating that women 
were able to become freewomen.347 In 1307-1308 Alicia de Tours de Scuderesshe was 
admitted by favour, while Mathild de Bithwode, Marjery Passou, Margery Garlekes and 
Carshiera de Herbaldoune were all admitted by redemption for half a mark.348 No other entries 
for women becoming freewomen can be found for the period of 1298-1312; there may have 
been women admitted before 1298, but the fƌeeŵeŶ͛s lists for this period do not survive.  
 In Canterbury there is evidence of women who were related to men in the metal and 
wood crafts; crafts in these area were often masculine domains due to their link to physical 
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strength and the need for specialist training. Within Lincoln there were women, like Alice le 
Yernmanger, working independently, however the same cannot be said for thirteenth-century 
Canterbury.349 Moreover, women within Canterbury are documented as being the wives or 
daughters of people who were operating within these trades. It is reasonable to assume that 
these women had some experience of these trades, and perhaps assisted their husbands and 
fathers in the family workshops. Within the records for St Augustine Abbey there is evidence of 
the surname Le Carpenter, suggesting the family were linked with carpentry – Geoffrey the 
Carpenter and Alice his daughter.350 There are two references to women who are related to 
the plumbing trade: Avicia and Isabelle the daughters of Ingelnulph the plumber. Both Avicia 
and Isabelle were mentioned in the rental records for 1206, paying rent to the monks of Christ 
Church Priory for two properties within Canterbury.351 Isabelle was also mentioned in a charter 
pertaining to property in the parishes of St Margaret and St Mildred.352 On both of these 
occasions the women were identified specifically as daughters of Ingelnulph the plumber, and 
it is plausible that they themselves knew some aspects of their fatheƌ͛s tƌade. WithiŶ otheƌ 
Canterbury records, there was a mention of Alice, wife of Adam le Shypwrite of Sandwich who 
held a messuage lǇiŶg ďetǁeeŶ the pƌioƌǇ͛s oƌĐhaƌd aŶd the kiŶg͛s highǁaǇ to LoŶgďƌidge with 
her husband in Canterbury; this indicates further trades in which women perhaps gained 
experience through their roles within the family.353 Milisent, widow of Richard Loremier 
(Milisent (relicta Ricardi loremier)) appeared in the 1206 rental, and it is possible that she 
assisted her husband who was a loremier or spurrier, who made small iron ware, such as bits 
and metal ŵouŶtiŶgs foƌ hoƌses͛ haƌŶesses.354 All these women may have picked up skills in 
the trades in which their families were engaged, yet none of them are explicitly linked to these 
occupations as independent tradeswomen. However, there is no firm evidence from 
Canterbury of married women who were able to trade as femme soles (sole women) 
independently from their husbands, unlike women from other English town, like Lincoln and 
London. 
 Canterbury had people who were moneyers, thanks to the fact that it was home to a 
royal mint. The moneyers gave loans and financial support to a variety of individuals in the city, 
including the monks of Christ Church Priory. Evidence of people borrowing money would lead 
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us to establish that this practice was occurring within Canterbury, although the scale is 
relatively unknown. This occupation was usually the preserve of the Jewish population due to 
Catholic Church teaching, and the Jewish community in Canterbury was relatively small. There 
is evidence in the cartulary of St GregoƌǇ͛s PƌioƌǇ of MilkaŶ the Jeǁess, ǁidoǁ of Daǀid aŶd it is 
possible that due to his religion David was involved in the financial trade.355 The Jews were 
traditionally moneylenders, and traders within Canterbury were often dependent on credit in 
order to establish their business. Now, Milkan may have learnt about the trade through her 
husband, and it certainly possible that she may have contiŶued to aĐt iŶ heƌ husďaŶd͛s 
interests after his death, ensuring that all his business transactions had been completed.356 
There was a decline in the size of the Jewish population during the 1260s and 1270s due to 
Christian prejudice and royal taxation; this also affected the wealth of the Jews and impacted 
upon their trade. The Jews were finally expelled in 1290s and the gap became filled with 
Englishmen who had spare money.357  
 However Englishmen had also been acting as financiers before the expulsion of the 
Jews. A late twelfth and earlier thirteenth-century goldsmith, Terrice (Terric or Thheoric) was a 
well-respected man within the town, particularly because he was both a craftsman and a 
financier. His position was further cemented in society because he handled the income of the 
see of Canterbury during the election crisis in 1208.358 Terric was also an employer as records 
shoǁ he ŵaiŶtaiŶed staff suĐh as ‘oďeƌt the goldsŵith, ͚seƌǀieŶs TeƌƌiĐi͛.359 TeƌƌiĐ͛s ǁidoǁ is 
mentioned within the rental records, although not by her name, and it is possible that she may 
have assisted her husband in his trade – both as a goldsmith and as a financier.360 Perhaps she 
sold the items, or oversaw the cleaning of his workshop, which could be seen as an extension 
of her wifely duties but can also be identified as work. It is possible that his sons also 
continued his work, with potentially their mother giving assistance and providing links to their 
fatheƌ͛s pƌeǀious ĐlieŶts. Afteƌ TeƌƌiĐ͛s death iŶ oƌ aƌouŶd ϭϮϭϰ, his ǁidoǁ Matilda aŶd her son 
‘ogeƌ offeƌed KiŶg JohŶ £ϭϬϬ so that theǇ ŵight haǀe TeƌƌiĐ͛s laŶds, goods aŶd deďts.361 
TeƌƌiĐ͛s ǁidoǁ ĐoŶtiŶued to aĐt oŶ his ďehalf, as the ŵoŶks of the Đathedƌal had ĐoŶtƌaĐted 
                                                          
355 A.M. Woodstock, Cartulary of the Priory of St Gregory, Canterbury (London; Royal Historical Society, 
1956), pp.169-170. 
356 S. Bartlet, Licoricia of Winchester: Marriage, Motherhood and Murder in the Medieval Anglo-Jewish 
Community (London; Vallentine Mitchell, 2009). 
357 Dyer, Making a Living, p.211. 
358 Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings, p.112. 
359 Ibid., p.112. 
360 Ibid., Rental F. Dyer, Making a Living, p.210. 
361 Rotuli de Oblatis et Finibus in Turri Londinensi Asservati, Tempore Regis Johannis, ed. T. D. Hardy 
(London; Record Commission, 1835), p.517. 
59 
 
large debts with him, and there is documentation which settles the debts to his widow.362 
There were also other Canterbury women who were involved in the financial sector, although 
direct evidence of females participating in this trade does not survive for this period. Susanna 
de Planaz in the 1230-35 rental held property in the parish of St Mary Bredman which was 
described as a row of shops; it is possible that Susanna rented out this property to others to 
provide herself with her own income, but she may have also used her position as a high-street 
shop owner to conduct her own business.363 
 Victualling was an integral part of community and trade life, and Canterbury was no 
exception. Victualling allowed people access to the retail of foodstuffs and the ability to 
purchase the basic essentials in order to survive. Evidence of bakers can be found within the 
Cathedral Archives, as a grant from the early thirteenth century survives that concerns 
Gunnora, daughter of Walter the baker.364 While this document is badly damaged, with some 
areas of text illegible, it shows a grant which includes the payment of nine and half pence rent 
between two female parties.365 Once again a woman was described using her relationship to 
her father, and it can only be surmised that she might have assisted her father or performed 
the domestic chores within the bakery. The widow of Simon the baker appeared in the 1206 
rental, and perhaps she continued her husďaŶd͛s trade after his death.366 Evidence from both 
York and Lincoln suggests that female participation in both the commercial production and 
retail of bread was low, and Canterbury appears to have followed this pattern.367 The cathedral 
priory employed bakers for their own use, although evidence shows that there must have been 
bakers outside the control of the priory due to the existence of a 1262 byelaw.368 The byelaw 
removed a rate which had been originally imposed on windows which displayed bread. The 
Assize of Bread and Ale was introduced in 1266-1267, and was the first law in Britain which 
controlled the sale and production of food and drink. The legislation meant that the price, 
weight and quality of bread and beer was to be regulated, with fines instituted to catch those 
who fell foul of the law.369 Furthermore, due to the importance of trade within the community 
these regulations were vital to ensure that the community had access to everyday foodstuffs, 
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whilst attempting to ensure that the market was a fair economic environment. Whilst baking 
was seen as a domestic skill, and therefore in the female realm, professional bakers tended to 
be male – a trend which saw men dominating many of the trades in a professional capacity.370  
 Brewing was another victualling trade in which medieval women were able to 
contribute to their family income. Women often monopolised brewing as it attracted little 
male participation, was relatively low skilled and it suited the domestic responsibilities of many 
women.371 It was also a trade which could be performed on a part time basis, with many 
women brewing occasionally and by-industrially.372 Brewing was an ideal trade for women, as 
it offered them proof and prestige which most other occupations could not afford them due to 
their gender. 373 Evidence for female brewers within Canterbury is scarce, although Urry does 
make mention of two female brewers operating in Canterbury during the thirteenth century. 
According to Urry the wife of Igneulph the plumber had supplied ale to monks of the Cathedral 
to the value of eight pounds – Urry indicates that this figure was four times that of her 
husďaŶd͛s aŶŶual salaƌǇ.374 Furthermore, the wife of Hugh the goldsmith also supplied ale to 
the cathedral.375 Records for the cathedral priory indicate that they had their own brew house 
staff. However, female levels of participation fluctuated around the country due to finances, as 
access to capital to invest was vital to profit from brewing.376 M. Stevens further argues that 
female participation in ale trade allows the level of female market awareness to be assessed, 
particularly as the Ruthin women adjusted their involvement in the trade in response to 
market forces.377 
 Another victualling trade involved the retail of meat and fish. Helewise the widow of 
John Brun, butcher of Burgate, appeared in a grant and quitclaim from 1286, indicating that 
she may have aided her husband earlier in the century and potentially continued her 
husďaŶd͛s tƌade afteƌ his death.378 There was a fish market situated near the parish of St 
Andrew in Canterbury, and there is documentation pertaining to the daughter of Alan the 
fisherman. A grant from Basilia, daughter of Alan the fisherman to Simon son of Andrew exists 
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from 1253/4 concerning land within the parish of St Mary Northgate.379 Although the 
document does not mention any other trades in which Basilia may have been participating, it 
does suggest that she was a single woman and was potentially aiding her father in some 
aspects of the fish trade. It is plausible that Basilia may have run the fish stall within the 
market, while her father went and caught the fish. Some people had multiple stalls within the 
market, so there is the possibility that their wives or daughters ran one of the stalls – although 
it is the ŵeŶ͛s Ŷaŵes ǁhiĐh geŶeƌallǇ appeaƌ iŶ the ƌeĐoƌds. If a ŵaŶ ƌeŶted ŵoƌe thaŶ oŶe 
stall in the market place it is possible that his wife managed one of the additional stalls 
independently.380 Men had the legal power, wealth and standing within society to monopolise 
trade, and some of the victualing trades which women were in may not have been on the 
same scale. Goldberg believes that women had a monopoly over the victualling trades, as they 
provided freedom and flexibility, however the lack of evidence for women following a 
victualling trade independently from their families in Canterbury is problematic.381 
 Traditionally women were involved in the textile industry in medieval England. Women 
were generally involved in the production of the raw material more than the manipulation and 
selling of textile goods. Within the textile industry there was increasingly a gendered division 
of laďouƌ afteƌ ϭϬϬϬ, aŶd ŵuĐh of ǁoŵeŶ͛s ǁoƌk iŶ the preparation and spinning of fibre went 
unnoticed in the records because of its categorisation as by-work.382 In Canterbury there were 
women with male relations within the industry, and it is possible that they would have had 
some kind of understanding of the trade. The daughter of William the weaver, Felicia, can be 
found in documentation from 1234/5, holding land in Canterbury.383 In the cartulary of St 
AugustiŶe͛s Abbey the daughters of William Textor, Felicia and Hagenild, appear along with a 
woman named Emma de Mercato.384 This surname tƌaŶslates as ͚of the ŵaƌket͛ suggesting she 
was connected with the market, and she may have been acting independently as a single 
woman as no marital status appears to be given. Other women appear to have had links with 
the merchant community. Evidence for Cecily, daughter of Goldwyn the mercer, exists for the 
thirteenth century, as do records for Cecily, relict of William Silvestre, daughter of Solomon the 
mercer.385 The 1206 rental also has a woman from the merchant class, Godelief, widow of 
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Salomon the merchant.386 Women in Lincoln were more active independently in the clothing 
trade, with evidence of a draper and a seamstress during the thirteenth century – occupations 
which did not appear in the Canterbury records for this period.387 The evidence of females 
whose link to the textile industry was through a male does not mean that they themselves 
were fully involved with the trade, however it would suggest an association on some level, 
even if this was limited. 
 The service industry was traditionally seen as an area in which women were heavily 
involved in medieval towns, although no female servants could be found for Canterbury during 
the thirteenth century.388 Domestic and household skills which women would have learnt as 
wives and daughters could be utilised within the service sector. Many women performed 
traditional feminine tasks such as needlework and washing as they experienced informal 
training from an early age within the home. Whereas a man might follow the same trade all his 
active life, a woman might have to change hers on leaving service, on marriage, and even after 
marriage; her domestic skills could be relied upon in a number of different settings, from 
cleaning a shop or workshop to taking in sewing and washing which could supplement her 
household͛s iŶĐoŵe.389 One of the few females specifically mentioned within the Canterbury 
records as having her own trade was Mabel the laundress, who operated in the city in Henry 
III͛s ƌeigŶ.390 The grant in which Mabel was mentioned was not specifically about her, rather it 
was a grant of land within Canterbury which her son, John Stronge, son of Mabel the 
laundress, made to the prior and convent of Canterbury Cathedral Priory in April 1234.391 
However, the mention of Mabel does show women holding an independent trade, albeit an 
exclusively female one, and indicates the transfer of a domestic skill into a professional one. In 
fourteenth-ĐeŶtuƌǇ Yoƌk thƌee lauŶdƌesses aŶd a ͚kieƌĐheiflaǀeŶdeƌ͛ aƌe doĐuŵeŶted; ǁhile iŶ 
thirteenth-century Lincoln Felicia la Lavender and Matilda were both employed as 
laundresses.392 Urry uses the evidence of a Jewess who was called upon by Godelieva to 
administer charms and incantations to her foot, to depict women working in a nursing capacity 
and therefore in the service industry.393  UƌƌǇ͛s eǀideŶĐe, hoǁeǀeƌ, aĐtuallǇ depiĐts a ŵiƌaĐle 
related to the martyred St Thomas, it shows the reluctance of Becket as a saint to intercede to 
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Đuƌe the Jeǁish ǁoŵaŶ͛s foot.394 Godelieva, a Christian woman, carried a bucket of water 
which had been sanctified by St Thomas passed the door of a Jewess; the Jewess, who had a 
weak foot, invited Godelieva inside to charm the foot, but once Godelieva stepped inside the 
bucket flew into pieces causing her to lose the water, and Godelieva to understand the wicked 
intuitions of her mind.395 Women were often working in an informal capacity, nursing older 
generations, helping sick neighbours, and this was not always done as a regular thing, but 
rather on an ad hoc basis. Cooking at a professional level was traditionally a male dominated 
aƌea, ďut iŶ the ƌeĐoƌds fƌoŵ “t AugustiŶe͛s, theƌe is a ƌefeƌeŶĐe to Matildis filia Coc (Matilda, 
daughter of the Cook) and she may have picked up the trade.396 The service industry is one in 
which we expect to see high levels of female involvement, and indeed this might also have 
been the case in Canterbury. 
 Urban migration was commonplace within the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, with 
people travelling from the countryside in the hope of finding work within the emerging 
towns.397 The names within the Canterbury records suggest that this also happened in this city. 
There are a variety of toponymic surnames which indicate that either the women themselves 
migrated or their parents did, as their place of origin is alluded to in the documentary 
evidence. Some names come from the surrounding local area, such as Godeleif, daughter of 
Salomin of Fordwich in the 1206 rental, with the town of Fordwich being 2.6 miles from 
Canterbury.398 A widow, Mary of Lewes, was previously Mary of Aidisham and received 
property in Canterbury as part of her marriage portion.399 Although Aidisham is just under nine 
miles from Canterbury, it is plausible that Mary spent some time in the town, potentially 
working. She may have moved to Lewes upon her marriage and returned to Canterbury in her 
widowhood. From the research conducted four women migrated from places within a five mile 
radius of Canterbury, while one moved within a ten miles radius.400 Felicia, daughter of William 
of Birchington could have originated from Birchington-on-sea, so it is possible that Felicia 
travelled from the coast to carve out a new life for herself within an urban centre.401 Two 
women have surnames related to places within a fifteen mile radius of the city, while a further 
two can be placed within a twenty mile radius. One of these was Emma de Eastesture who is 
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not defined by a family relation; this would suggest that she is a single woman who has 
migrated to Canterbury.402 Her surname can be read as East Stour which suggests she may 
have come from East Stour near Ashford, approximately fifteen miles away. Four others 
perhaps came from further afield; Joan, for example, is described as the daughter of Thomas 
Wingate; this could perhaps be Wingate in County Durham some 311.9 miles from 
Canterbury.403 Toponymic surnames can be problematic as they do not provide conclusive 
evidence that the person originally came from that area. Some names could be inherited, with 
their parents or grandparents having moved to a new area and thus giving the appearance of 
migration. The occurrence of these women within the records indicates that there were 
women who were migrating from other parts of the country to Canterbury during the 
thirteenth century, yet we cannot be certain of the numbers of women who did so. 
 Women were usually listed by their marital status rather than by a specific occupation 
within the rentals for Christ Church Cathedral Priory. Women were effectively treated as 
second class people, and were under the governance of a male relative – usually their father or 
husband; it is possible that their position within society would have affect their employability, 
in turn, their marital status would have also had an impact. Evidence of women having an 
occupation independent of their spouse or family is scarce. Indeed the only woman found 
within the records who did this was ͚Maďel the LauŶdƌess͛.404 The occupations of women were 
often derived from the assumption that they assisted either their husbands or fathers in the 
trade which they occupied. Male occupations are more prominent within the records. Women 
may have worked in an informal capacity in family businesses - as wives, daughters and 
servants - and perhaps this was simply seen as an extension of their domestic duties.405 The 
competitive labour market which was found throughout England, combined with inheritance 
practices that favoured male heirs, often prevented townswomen from securing access to the 
crafts.406 Women did not generally enjoy continuity of work but changed their occupations as 
the need arose; their life cycle and position as mothers did not always allow them to maintain 
a job.407 They had to learn to work within the web of patriarchy, in order to make their own 
way and carve out an economic future for themselves – even if this meant using a variety of 
skills.408 Oǀeƌall ǁoŵeŶ͛s eĐoŶoŵiĐ aĐtiǀities ǁeƌe iŵpoƌtaŶt to ďoth theŵ aŶd theiƌ faŵilies, 
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and although they were not always in a stable job their flexible nature and transferable skills 








This thesis has examined the role and position of women in Canterbury during the period 
c.1200 to 1320. Little research had previously been conducted on women in thirteenth-century 
South-East England, and this study has aimed to rectify this; by adding to the existing, more 
general literature, on medieval women by the likes of Mate and the London focused study of 
Hanawalt.409 Through analysis of a variety of records the lives of Canterbury women have been 
examined; while their lives were not documented to the same extent as men from the city, 
evidence which does survive allows us a glimpse of the legal, economic and social context in 
which they lived.410 Marriage in Canterbury was regulated in much the same way as other 
parts of the country, and women also had the opportunity, albeit limited, to become property 
holders in the city. Women and work is difficult to define in the city due to lack of evidence, 
yet there were certainly restrictions within which they had to operate, and more often than 
not were kept in a primarily domestic role. Both genders were active in marriage, property and 
work in thirteenth-century Canterbury, yet the extent to which they were involved was 
different primarily based on their sex. 
 With regard to marriage, women in thirteenth-century Canterbury faced similar issues 
to women throughout England. Within the ecclesiastical courts of the diocese of Canterbury, 
the claims of pre-contract, like those which Muriel de Denham brought against John and Joan, 
were complicated and the importance of witnesses to testify for your cause was vital.411 There 
were various restrictions concerning who a person might marry, including ecclesiastical 
legislation pertaining to degrees of affinity and consanguinity – and these were expected to be 
followed by all levels of society. Evidence of couples facing claims of consanguinity and affinity 
exist in the church court records for thirteenth-century Canterbury, as seen by the case of 
1293 between Alice Gyg and William le Thocchere in which affinity was alleged between the 
couple.412 Court documentation from the city show the difficulties that surrounded trying to 
establish if couples were married through words of present or future consent, and shows the 
changes in theological framework which occurred during the thirteenth century. The 
importance of the marriage banns was visible in the case concerning Eleanor de Roluindeene, 
ǁhile Muƌiel de DuŶhaŵ͛s Đase deŵoŶstƌated the ĐoŵpleǆitǇ of ŵedieǀal ŵaƌƌiage 
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contracts.413 In Canterbury there is evidence of endogamy being practiced, as a goldsmith and 
moneyer Roger of Sheppey married Alice, the daughter of Marnier the rich; similarly women in 
Lincoln also experienced endogamy, as Matilda, the elder sister of Adam fitzReginald, an 
alderman, married James de Holm, bailiff of Lincoln.414 Canterbury women recognised the 
seriousness of marriage, fighting in court to uphold marriage contracts. 
 In Canterbury women did have access to property, however opportunities to do so 
were restricted. There is evidence of women in Canterbury receiving property in the form of 
marriage portions and dower, and controlling it independently in their widowhoods. There was 
a charter from around 1200 which is addressed by Robert, son of Robert, to Canterbury 
Cathedral, and concerned a grant in perpetual alms of four shops to the cathedral.415 This 
Đhaƌteƌ shoǁs hoǁ oŶĐe ŵaƌƌied a ǁoŵaŶ͛s laŶd ďeĐaŵe heƌ husďaŶd͛s, although Robert was 
aĐtiŶg ͚ǁith ĐoŶseŶt of his ǁife aŶd soŶ͛ ǁith ƌegaƌd to the four shops; it is interesting that 
although he had the consent of his wife, she was not named in the document but simply 
ƌefeƌƌed to as ͚uxoris͛.416 A quitclaim for the widow Dionisia shows her dealing with property 
afteƌ heƌ husďaŶd͛s death.417 In the document she resigned her rights to freebench in her dead 
husďaŶd͛s house and land in Canterbury; this indicates her right to act independently upon 
widowhood, yet by resigning land she may have been preparing to remarry.418 Female headed 
households were not the norm in thirteenth-century Canterbury, and this is also echoed in 
Goldďeƌg͛s fiŶdiŶgs foƌ Yoƌk, as oŶlǇ ŶiŶeteeŶ peƌ ĐeŶt of households in York were headed by 
women in 1377.419 Widows who received their dower under terms of gavelkind in Canterbury 
Đould eǆpeĐt to ƌeĐeiǀe half of theiƌ husďaŶd͛s pƌopeƌtǇ, ŵuĐh like ǁoŵeŶ iŶ Lincoln whose 
lands were held under burgage tenure.420 At all stages of the life cycle we see women holding 
property in the city, yet female property holders were still in the minority. Women in 
Canterbury held land not just in their widowhood but at all stages of their life cycle, 
performing an important society function as property-holders. 
 The evidence for women and work in the city is sparse. Women were rarely identified 
in the records with a specific occupation. The only solid evidence for a woman embarking on 
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her own occupation is that of the laundress; yet in Lincoln more evidence survives for women 
working independently, some in specialised trades, like goldsmiths.421 There were, however, a 
number of women who were related to men in the city, who followed victualling trades, crafts 
and other occupations, and who might well have assisted their male relations in an informal 
capacity, such as Matilda, daughter of the Cook, Felicia, daughter of William the weaver, 
Basilia, daughter of Alan the fisherman, and Gunnora, daughter of Walter the baker.422 Both 
Lincoln and York have brewing industries in which women were actively involved, but evidence 
for women engaging in this occupation in Canterbury is scarce.423 Generally women were 
described in rentals and charters in relation to the occupation of their father or husband. The 
types of work followed by men are more prominent within the records, particularly as men 
were often referred to by their occupation. Women were expected to fulfil traditional female 
roles – cleaning, cooking, running the household, raising children. In addition to this, they 
could also be expected to be helping the family financially, supplementing the income with 
occasional or seasonal work. Lack of evidence for women working in a specific trade supports 
Goldďeƌg͛s ďelief that oppoƌtuŶities ǁhiĐh ǁeƌe opeŶ to toǁŶsǁoŵeŶ ǁeƌe liŵited ďefoƌe the 
Black Death, something which is also apparent in evidence for Lincoln and York.424 Overall 
ǁoŵeŶ͛s eĐoŶoŵiĐ aĐtiǀities ǁeƌe iŵpoƌtaŶt to ďoth theŵ aŶd theiƌ families, and although 
they were not always in a stable or set occupation their flexibility and transferable domestic 
skills meant they were vital assets to their families, supporting the conclusions previously 
made by McIntosh.425 
 It is clear from the evidence that marital status was of vital importance within society, 
particularly because it appears to have defined a woman. The designation of women within 
the records is interesting and can be examined in order to understand attitudes towards 
women in this period. There is a divide between widows, some were simply described as 
͚ǁidoǁ of͛ folloǁed ďǇ theiƌ husďaŶd͛s Ŷaŵe, ǁhile otheƌs ǁeƌe ƌefeƌƌed to ďǇ theiƌ fiƌst 
name; some were given both a first name and reference towards their husband, as depicted by 
Milisent, widow of Richard loremier (Milisent (relicta Ricardi loremier)) in the 1206 rental 
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pertaining to the parish of St George.426 In theory women were expected to be subservient to 
men, often indicative of their marital status, yet in practice this was not always the case for 
women in society. There is evidence of women acting by themselves or in conjunction with 
their husband. However it could be argued that the subservience of women is evident through 
how women are described within the documentation pertaining to Canterbury. 
 This study has confirmed Goldďeƌg͛s theoƌǇ that oppoƌtuŶities ǁhiĐh ǁeƌe opeŶ to 
townswomen were limited in this period, and further supports his argument that while female 
headed households were not the norm they were in existence during this period.427 
Fuƌtheƌŵoƌe, eǀideŶĐe fƌoŵ CaŶteƌďuƌǇ suppoƌts WilkiŶsoŶ͛s aƌguŵeŶt that geŶdeƌ ƌoles 
were socially reinforced in society, as women in Canterbury are largely described in reference 
to their marital status.428 A womaŶ͛s ŵaƌital status diĐtated her position within the community 
and made clear that her place was in a domestic setting. McIntosh argued that women 
provided services which were primarily in a domestic context, and this appears to have been 
the case in Canterbury, as suggested by the evidence of Muriel the laundress.429 However, 
Goldďeƌg͛s aƌguŵeŶt that ǁoŵeŶ had a ŵoŶopolǇ oǀeƌ the ǀiĐtualliŶg tƌades ĐaŶŶot ďe 
supported by this study as there is no evidence of Canterbury women taking on roles within 
victualling occupations.430 Moreover, while Kowaleski found that women in Exeter could 
achieve some independence in the clothing and textile trades there is no evidence for this 
occurring for women in Canterbury; in fact evidence for Canterbury women taking on any 
occupation is scarce.431  
 Women in Canterbury were in an interesting position during the thirteenth century. 
The ecclesiastical image of women infiltrated all aspects of their lives, governing their place in 
society and the roles in which they could operate. The patriarchal structure combined with 
their marital status placed limitations on their spheres of influence. Yet they were vital in order 
for society to function, taking up an occupation, like Mabel the laundress, to sustain their 
families, while contributing to the economic life in Canterbury and the wealth of their own 
households.432 Canterbury women faced similar issues to other parts of England when it came 
to marriage, with evidence of cases concerning marital contracts and accusations of 
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consanguinity and affinity appearing within the records.433 Women could be property holders 
in the city, yet the majority of those held property as widows, something which is reflected in 
other parts of the country.434 Overall, women in thirteenth-century Canterbury were part of 
society, active as far as their gender and marital status would allow, and yet their presence and 
contributions to both the medieval economy and society is often underappreciated. They took 
on many roles, some were taken on out of social pressure and expectation, but their flexibility 
and ability to adapt to their situation is something to admire. 
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1. St. Dunstan 
2. Holy Cross 
3. St. Peter 
4. St. Mary Northgate 
5. St. Alphege 
6. All Saints 
7. St. Helen 
8. St. Mary Bredman 
9. St. Andrew 
10. St. Mary Queningate 
11. St. Margaret 
 
12. St. Mary Magdalene 
13. St. Michael Burgate 
14. St. Paul 
15. St. Martin 
16. “t. Mildƌed͛s 
17. St. Mary De Castro 
18. St. John 
19. St. Edmund Ridingate 
20. St. Mary Bredin 
21. St. George 
22. St. Sepulchre 
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Appendix Two: Rental Records. 
2a) All female entries from the 1200 Rental - Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings, Rental D, pp.249-315. 
Name Status Rent Total Rent Parish 
Alicia, sister of Nigel  Sister 8 and ¼ pence 8 and ¼ pence Northgate 
Cristina Widow Widow  9 pence (x2) 18 pence Northgate 
Godelief, Widow of Eadwin Widow  10 pence (x2) 20 pence Northgate 
Holy Sepulchre Nunnery Nuns - unmarried 4 pence 4 pence Northgate 
Lieueua, Widow of  Conrad Widow  7 pence 7 pence Northgate 
Sister of Roger, Son of Hamel' Sister 6 pence 6 pence Northgate 
Widow of Ace Sache Widow  10 pence (x2) 20 pence Northgate 
Widow of Ailward Widow  7 and ¼ pence 7 and ¼ pence Northgate 
Widow of Hugo le Frode Widow  12 pence (x2) 24  pence Northgate 
Widow Wlnoth Widow  24 pence (x2) 48 pence Northgate 
Wlueua Widow Widow  10 pence (x2) 20 pence Northgate 
Widow of Godwin  Widow  4 pence 4 pence Northgate  
Feramin and wife, daughter of Hugh Flagard Married - rents with husband 9 pence (x2) 18 pence St Alphege 
Heirs of Alice, daughter of Henry the goldsmith Inherited 12 pence (x2) 24 pence St Alphege 
Nuns of the Holy Sepulchre Nuns - unmarried Not mentioned Not mentioned St Alphege 
Nuns of the Holy Sepulchre Nuns - unmarried 36 pence (x2) 72 pence St Alphege 
Mahaut, widow of Gilbert  Widow 24 pence 24 pence St Andrew 
Eluiua, widow of Padric Widow  25 pence and 7 pence  32 pence St George 
Agatha, sister of Nigel the monk Sister 2 shillings 24 pence St Margaret 
Cecila, daughter of Bartholomew Daughter 1 pence 1 pence St Margaret 
Godieua, widow of Lawerance  Widow  36 pence 36 pence St Margaret 
The same Godieua Widow  7 pence 7 pence St Margaret 
Widow of Eilredi se Prude Widow  5 pence (x2) 10 pence St Margaret 
Drifa and Godieua - 5 pence 5 pence St Mary Bredman 




The same Godieua Widow  12 pence 12 pence St Mary Bredman 
Pauline, widow of John the alderman Widow  41 pence (x4) 164 pence St Mary Magdalene 
Brithtiua, widow of Pic Widow  10 pence  10 pence St Mildred 
Cristina  - 40 pence 40 pence St Mildred 
Goda, widow Widow  18 pence 18 pence St Mildred 
Godith, widow Widow  20 pence (x2) 40 pence St Mildred 
Iuette, widow of Elfwin Widow 24 pence 24 pence St Mildred 
Liueua, granddaughter of Gerald Granddaughter Not mentioned Not mentioned St Mildred 
Liuiua, granddaughter of Gerald Granddaughter 12 pence 12 pence St Mildred 
Widow of Warren Widow  8 pence and 10 pence 18 pence St Mildred 
Widow of Wlfeach, namely Kila Widow 8 pence (x2) 16 pence St Mildred 
Daughter of Mark Daughter 8 pence  8 pence St Paul 
Cristina - 2 pence 2 pence St Peter 






2b) All female entries from the 1206 Rental - Urry, Canterbury under the Angevin Kings, Rental F, pp.315-374. Unlike the other rentals studied, this 
one was generally arranged by the date of the rental payment rather than by parish, thus some of the payments may be for the same property as they 
are paying in instalments. It is not always clear from the layout of the rental when the date of payment was, and parish name was not always given. 
Name Status Rents Date of Payment Parish 
Gunnild Widow  12 pence Feast of all saints - 
Cristina, mother of Thomas Mother 20 pence Feast of all saints - 
Cecilia, daughter of Malger Daughter 6 pence - St Margaret 
Heirs of Emma the widow Widow  16 pence - St Mary 
Godelef, widow of Eadwin Widow  16 pence Birth of Christ St Mary 
Cristina daughter of Brictieue Widow 24 pence Birth of Mary St Mildred 
Widow of John son of Viuani Widow  42 pence Birth of Mary St Mary Bredmane 
Widow of Roger Desie Widow  6 pence Feast of St Michael St Mary M(agdelane)? 
Widow of Dunstan Widow  26 pence Middle of Lent Northgate 
Widow of Hugo Frode Widow  12 pence Middle of Lent Northgate 
Nuns of St Sepulchre Nuns  7 pence Middle of Lent Northgate 
Liueua, widow of Conrad Widow  8 pence Middle of Lent Northgate 
Maria, Daughter of Elueue Daughter 12 pence Middle of Lent Northgate 
Nuns of St Sepulchre Nuns  37 pence Middle of Lent Northgate 
Widow of Robert (sacur) Widow  6 pence Middle of Lent St Margaret 
Widow of Robert Godiuere Widow  24 and 1/2 pence Middle of Lent Northgate 
Widow of Arnold (coci) Widow  4 pence Middle of Lent - 
Widow of Terric Goldsmith Widow  16 pence - St Paul 
Godelief, wife of Stephen the gate Wife 12 pence - Queningate  
Cecila, daughter of Goduini Bradhefed Daughter 8 pence - St Peter 




Susanna, daughter of John son of Viuiani Daughter 63 pence - St Peter 
Furthermore (Susanna) Daughter 10 pence - St Peter 
Cecila, wife of Roger the marshal  Wife 12 pence - St Peter 
Cristina daughter of Robert Daughter 12 pence - St Peter 
Liuieua, daughter of Walter the presbyter  Daughter 7 pence - St Peter 
Widow of Elrici Oker Widow  20 pence Feast of All Saints St George 
Milesent, widow of Richard loremier Widow  12 pence Feast of All Saints St George 
Eugenia, daughter of Peter Daughter 12 pence Feast of All Saints St George 
Edilda, daughter of Eadmei Daughter 6 pence Feast of All Saints St George 
Diriua and Goditha - 6 pence Feast of All Saints St George 
Heirs of Cecila, wife of Robert Diue - 10 pence - St Alphege 
Nuns of St Sepulchre Nuns  36 pence - St Alphege 
Cecila, daughter of Geroldi (Gerald) Daughter 60 pence - St Andrews 
Widow of  Eilmeri the Wald Widow  12 pence - St Andrews 
Widow of Eilwordi Pich Widow 5 pence - St Andrews 
Dionisia, daughter of Richard Daughter 14 pence - - 
The same (Dionisa) Daughter 7 pence and 1/2 pence - - 
Nuns of St Sepulchre Nuns  4 pence - - 
Cristina, wife of Roger de Hoiland Married  1 pence - - 
Widow of Roger Desie Widow  14 pence - - 
Agatha, daughter of Gilbert de Saneis Daughter 12 pence - St Margaret 
Widow of John son of Viuani Widow  36 pence - - 
Widow of Alurendi Gosse Widow  6 pence - - 
Basilia, widow of Hugh son of Edward Widow  19 pence - - 
Godelief, daughter of Salomonis de Forduic Daughter 15 pence - - 
Widow of Simon the baker Widow  10 pence - - 
Wluitha widow Widow  10 pence - - 
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Beatrice widow of Salmon Widow  5 pence - - 
Widow of Henry (sacriste) Widow  6 pence - - 
Godelief widow of Edwin parmentarii Widow  16 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Widow of Nigel son of Alberici the goldsmith Widow  12 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Widow of Galfredi the marshal Widow  5 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Dionisia, daughter of Richard Daughter 14 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Widow of John son of Viuani Widow  60 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Cecila daughter of Edieue Daughter 6 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Widow of Roger Desie Widow  6 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Heirs of Emma the widow of Bartholomew  - 1 pence Feast of St Peter - 
Eugenia, daughter of Peter the cleric Daughter 3/4 of a pence Feast of St Peter - 
Eluiua widow of Randulph Pardicj Widow  7 pence Feast of St Peter - 
Avitia daughter if William son of Odonis Daughter 16 pence Feast of St Peter - 
Cristina daughter of Brictieue Daughter 24 pence Feast of St Peter - 
Emma of Horsfolde - 4 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Alitia daughter of Wilbert Kide Daughter 30 pence  Feast of St Michael - 
Nuns of St Sepulchre Nuns  37 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of Gaufridi the marshal Widow  5 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of Nigel son of Alberi  Widow  12 pence Feast of St Michael - 
The same (Widow of Nigel, son of Alberi) Widow  4 and 1/4 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of Robert Godiuere Widow 24 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Wluiua widow of Goduinet Widow  10 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Edith, daughter of Suin (John Swin?) Daughter 5 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of John son of Viuani Widow  42 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of Eilwardi Smalpon Widow  7 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Agatha de Sarnais - 12 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of Roger Desie Widow  5 pence Feast of St Michael - 




Widow Osberti Preth Widow 7 and 1/4 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of Wlnothi Widow 24 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Dionisia, daughter of Richard Daughter 7 and 1/4 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of Godardi uphalder' Widow  20 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Cecila daughter of Malgeri Daughter 12 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Auicia, daughter of Igenulfi the plumber Daughter 18 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Isabele, daughter of the same Igenulfi Daughter 18 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Heirs of Cecila, wife of Robert Diue - 10 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of William Palmere Widow  5 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Nuns of St Sepulchre Nuns  36 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Cristina, daughter of Radulfi Daughter 7 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Milesent, widow of Richard loremier Widow  12 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Cristina, daughter of Britief (Brictieue) Daughter 21 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Godiva, land from Richard Corbaille - 10 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Widow of Eilmeri Waldeis Widow  3 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Gunnild, widow of Chuut Widow  21 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Elueua, daughter of Wlfech Daughter 9 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Godelief, widow of Salomon the merchant Widow  7 and 1/4 pence At Easter - 
Swanild, widow of Eilmeri Widow  6 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Emma, daughter of Roger attenhelle Daughter 6 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Heirs of the wife of Morin Married 6 pence Feast of John the Baptist - 
Swanild, widow of Eilmeri Widow  6 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Emma, daughter of Roger attenhelle Daughter 6 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Heirs of the wife of Morin Married 6 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Maria, daughter of Godelief attehelle Daughter 8 pence Feast of St Michael - 
Godelief, widow of Salomon the merchant Widow  6 pence Feast of St Michael - 




2c) Rental 1230-35, CCA, CCA-DCc-Rental/33. 
This rental shows the name, gender, parish, amount of rent and total rent which was paid to the Cathedral Priory. 
Name Gender Rent Total Rent Parish 
Bartholomew de la hwenham Male 3 ½ and 2 pence 5 ½ pence Holy Cross 
Alderman of Westgate Male 20 pence 20 pence Holy Cross 
Camilia, widow of Geoffrey  Female 15 ½ pence (x2) 31 pence Holy Cross 
Henry of Ospringe Male 2 pence 2 pence Holy Cross 
William de Valeneines Male 12 pence (x2) 24 pence Holy Cross 
Our almoner Male 28 and 50 pence 78 pence Holy Cross 
William de Valeneines Male 12 ½ pence 12 ½ pence Holy Cross 
Martin Peper Male 6 pence 6 pence Holy Cross 
Master William Curacy Male 12 pence (x4) 48  pence St Peter 
John, son of Robert Male 3 ½ pence (x2) 7 pence St Peter 
Alderman of Westgate Male 12 pence (x2) 24 pence St Peter 
The same (Alderman of Westgate) Male 4 (x2), 7 , 6 and 5 ½ pence 26 ½ pence St Peter 
The heirs of Serun de Boetune - 6 pence 6 pence St Peter 
John Stupe Male 16 pence 16 pence St Peter 
William Tollun Male 32 pence 32 pence St Peter 
Phillip son of Godesman Male 12 pence 12 pence St Peter 
Master William Airteil Male 13 pence 13 pence St Peter 
Constance, daughter of Humphrey Female 9 pence (x2) 18 pence St Peter 
Agnes, daughter of Humphrey Female 9  pence (x2) 18 pence St Peter 
Thomas, son of William Male 9 ½ pence (x2) 19 pence St Peter 
‘ogeƌ, soŶ of … Male 18 ½ pence (x2) 37 pence St Peter 
William de Valeneines Male 8 pence (x2) 16 pence St Peter 
Sara, daughter of Dunstan Female 12 pence 12 pence St Peter 
Alma, wife of Roger Rossa Female 4 pence 4 pence St Peter 
William blampeyn Male 4 pence 4 pence St Peter 




Stephen, son of Lefwin Male 18 pence 18 pence St Peter 
Heirs of … goldsŵith - 6 pence 6 pence St Peter 
Osmund Polre Male 6 pence 6 pence St Peter 
John, son of Robert Male 8 pence 8 pence St Peter 
V…ŵeƌĐhaŶt Male 10 pence 10 pence St Peter 
Luke the moneyer Male 18 pence (x2) 36 pence St Peter 
Hospital of St Thomas - 3 ½ pence 3 ½ pence St Peter 
Hospital of St Thomas - 24 ½ pence 24 ½ pence All Saints 
John, son of Robert Male 4 pence 4 pence All Saints 
Benedict Judeus Male 12 pence 12 pence All Saints 
Robert Berebread Male 16 (x2) and 2 pence 34 pence All Saints 
Hospital of St Thomas - 16 pence (x2) 32 pence All Saints 
William de Eilmereston Male 10 pence (x2) 20 pence All Saints 
Heirs of Walter Boet - 12 pence 12 pence All Saints 
Boniface, son of Henry Male 2 pence 2 pence All Saints 
John, son of Robert Male 8 pence 8 pence All Saints 
Deubeneve Judeus Male 15 and ¾ pence 15 ¾ pence All Saints 
Thomas Bucke Male 7 pence (x2) 14 pence All Saints 
BaldǁiŶ … Male 2 pence 2 pence All Saints 
Adam, son of Richard the minister Male 16 pence 16 pence All Saints 
John, son of Henry the sacristan Male 11, 6 and 12 pence 29 pence All Saints 
Heirs of Samuel de Rumenal - 12  (x3) and 13 pence 49 pence All Saints 
Our Almoner  Male 7 pence 7 pence All Saints 
Ralph the goldsmith Male 18 pence (x4) 72 pence All Saints 
Gilbert de Berham Male 2 ½ pence (x2) 5 pence St Andrew 
Ralph de pozra Male 5 ½ (x3), 3 ½ and 8 ½ 
pence 
28 ½ pence St Andrew 
William de Wayn Male 2 pence 2 pence St Andrew 
(name crossed out) ? 6 pence 6 pence St Andrew 
Thomas Male 50 pence 50 pence St Andrew 
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William Silvestre Male 13, 6 ½ and 126 ½ pence 146 pence St Andrew 
Thomas de Valeneines Male 102 (x3) and 102 ½ pence 408 ½ pence St Andrew 
Heirs of … goldsmith - 3 ½ pence (x2) 7 pence St Andrew 
William Cokin Male 20 pence 20 pence St Andrew 
Thomas de Valeneines Male 20 pence 20 pence St Andrew 
William Silvestre Male 15 pence 15 pence St Andrew 
William Silvestre Male 4 ½ and 2 pence 6 ½ pence St Andrew 
Cristina de Stabulo Female 20 pence 20 pence St Andrew 
Heirs of Henry ampollar - 12 pence (x2) 24 pence St Andrew 
Robert Treed Male 50 pence 50 pence St Andrew 
Alphege … Male 66 ½ pence (x4) 266 pence St Mary Magdalene 
John Male 12 pence (x4) 48 pence St Mary Magdalene 
John Male 12 pence (x4) 48 pence St Mary Magdalene 
Isabel daughter of Ingelnulph Female 18 pence (x2) 36 pence St Mary Magdalene 
The same (Isabel daughter of Ingelnulph) Female 6 pence (x2) 12 pence St Mary Magdalene 
Aurora daughter of Ingelnulph Female 18 pence (x2) 36 pence St Mary Magdalene 
Henry Male 24 ½ pence (x4) 98 pence St Mary Magdalene 
Heirs of … goldsmith - 60 pence (x2) 120 pence St Mary Magdalene 
The same (Heirs of the goldsmith) - 6 pence 6 pence St Mary Magdalene 
The same (Heirs of the goldsmith) - 19 pence 19 pence St Mary Magdalene 
Martin of Burgate Male 27 pence (x2) 54 pence St Mary Magdalene 
“tepheŶ of Aldi… Male 2 ½ pence 2 ½ pence St Alphege 
Williaŵ … Male 18 pence (x2) 36 pence St Alphege 
John Male 12 and 2 pence 14 pence St Alphege 
Nuns of St Sepulchres Female 3 ½ pence (x2) 7 pence St Alphege 
Williaŵ … Male 12 pence (x2) 24 pence St Alphege 
Ralph Male 10 pence (x2) 20 pence St Alphege 
Heiƌs of … - 2 ½ pence 2 ½ pence St Alphege 
William Male 6 pence 6 pence St Alphege 
The same William Male 8 pence 8 pence St Alphege 
John Terru Male 12 pence (x2) 24 pence St Alphege 




Our Almoner Male 13 (x2 and 19 ½ pence (x2) 65 pence St Alphege 
Perruis couef Male 18 pence (x4) 72 pence St Alphege 
Heirs of Simon de Tuna - 11 pence 11 pence St Mary Bredman 
The same (Heirs of Simon de Tuna) - 12 (x2) and 6 pence 30 pence St Mary Bredman 
William and Roger de Boueon Male 12 pence (x2) 24 pence St Mary Bredman 
Alderman of Westgate Male 12 pence 12 pence St Mary Bredman 
Oswald, monk Male 30 pence (x2) 60 pence St Mary Bredman 
William Puerech Male 16 and 1 pence 17 pence St Mary Bredman 
Susanna de Planaz Female 30 ½ (x2) and 16 pence 77 pence St Mary Bredman 
Maud de … Female 12 (x2) and 17 pence 41 pence St Mary Bredman 
Eugene Male 17 and 5 ½ pence 22 ½ pence St Mary Bredman 
John Terri Male 20 pence 20 pence St Mary Bredman 
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Appendix Three: Women and Migration in Canterbury 
3b) Table of women and the towns which they are associated with. 
Name Town Distance Reference 
Felicia, daughter of 
William Birchington 
Birchington-on-Sea 12.2 miles CCA-DCc-
ChAnt/C/1025 
Joan, daughter of 
Thomas Wingate 
Wingate (Durham) 311.9 miles CCA-DCc-
ChAnt/M/278B 
Emma of Eastesture East Stour (Ashford) 15 miles CCA-DCc-
Register/E/292-
295/295 
Mary of Lewes Aidisham 8.8 miles CCA-DCc-ChAnt/C/778 
Muriel de Dunham Dunham, Greater 
Manchester 
256 miles Select Cases From the 
Ecclesiastical Courts of 
the Province of 
Canterbury, c.1200-
1301 
Alice de Lyttleburne Littlebourne 4.9 miles CCA-DCc-SVSB/3/51 
JoaŶ de OtteƌǇŶdeŶ͛ Otterden 16.5 miles CCA-DCc-SVSB/3/13 
Alice, wife of Adam le 
Shywerte of Sandwich 
Sandwich 13.7 miles CCA-DCc-ChAnt/C/988 
Elveva, daughter of 
William del Blen 
Blean 2.9 miles CCA-DCc-
Register/E/592-
620/593 
Joan, widow of Thomas 
Hakynton 
Hackington 2.9 miles CCA-DCc-
Register/E/225-
237/237 
Agnes, widow of 
Nicholas Kenecurt 
Kentchurch 239 miles CCA-DCc-ChAnt/C/907 
Godeleif, daughter of 
Salomonis de Froudic 
Fordwich 2.6 miles 1206 Rental (Urry – 
Rental F) 
Cecila, daughter of 
Goduini Bradhefed 
Bradford 257 miles 1206 Rental (Urry – 
Rental F) 
 
3c) Table of distances which the women have migrated. 
Distance from Canterbury Number of Women 
Under 5 miles 4 
5 to 10 miles 1 
10 to 15 miles 2 
15 to 20 miles 2 
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